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To THE 


READER 


SHALL make no other Apology 
I for this Per formance, than that I am 
in queſt of Truth, and if I ray from 
it, defire to be directed to the right Path. 


Let Reaſon and Scripture decide the Con- 
troverſy. 


To ſave the Reader much Trouble in 
turning over the Leaves of his Teſtament, 
to look out the Texts, and to enable him 
the better to compare the Accounts of the 
Reſurrection, and ſee whether my Obſer- 
vations on them are juſt, I have placed 
together at the Beginning of this Work, 
what the Goſpel Hiſtorians ſay on that 
Subject, in their own Words, that they 


may be readily turn'd to on every Oc- 
ca ſion. | 
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I. Of the Appearance of Jeſus Chriſt ta Mary 
g Magdalene. | 


St. Matthew, Chap. XX VIII. 


1. In the end of the ſabbath, 
as it began to dawn towards 
the firſt day of the week, came 
Mary Magdalene, and the other 
Mary, to ſee the ſepulchre. 

2. And behold there was a 
great earthquake ; for the an- 

| of the Lord deſcended from 

eaven, and came and rolled 
back the ſtone from the door, 
and ſat upon it. 

. His countenance was like 
lip tening, and his raiment 
white as ſnow. 

4. And for fear of him the 
keepers did ſhake, and became 
as dead men. 

| 4 And the angel anſwered 
and ſaid unto the women, Fear 
not ye, for I know that ye ſeek 
Jeſus, which was crucified. 
6 He is not here: for he 


is riſen, as he ſaid ; come, ſee 
the place where the Lord lay. 

7. And go quick, and tell 
his diſciples, that he is riſen 
from the dead ; and behold, 
he goeth before you into Gali- 
lee, there ſhall ye ſee him, lo, 
I have told amo? 

8. And they departed quick- 
ly from the — * with 
fear and preat joy, and did run 
to bring his diſciples word. 

9. And as they went to tell 
his diſciples, behold, Jeſus met 
them, ſaying, All hail. And 

came, and held him by 
the feet, and worſhipped him. 

10. Then faid Jeſus unto 
them, Be not afraid: go tell 


my brethren, that go in- 
to Galilee, and here dal they 
ſee me. 


St. Mark, Chap. XVI. 


1. And — yr — ch 
was „ Mary Magdalene, 
and _ the mother of James 
and Salome, had _ ſweet 
ſpices, that they might come 
and anoint him. 

2. And very early in the 
morning, the firit day of the 
week, they came unto the ſe- 
pulchre at the riſing of the ſun. 


3. And they ſaid among him 


themſelves, who ſhall roll us a- 

—.— ſtone from the door of 
pulchre ? 

4. And when they looked, 

they ſaw that the ſtone was roll- 

ed away, for it was very great, 


7 And entering into the ſe- 
Pu chre, they ſaw a young man 
—_ — — ſide, _ 

in a long white garment, 
= —— hted. 

And he ſaith unto them, 
Be not affrighted : ye ſeek Je- 
ſus of Nazareth, which was 
crucified, he is not here, Be- 
hold the place where they laid 


But go your way, tell his 
diſciples and Peter ; that he go- 
eth before you into Galilee : 
there ſhall ye ſee him, as he 
ſaid unto you. | 
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8. And they went out quick- 
ly, and fled from the ſepulchre; 
2 they trembled, and were a- 
mazed : neither ſaid they any 
thing to any man: for they 
were afraid. 

9. Now when Jeſus was riſen 
early, the firſt day of the week, 
he appeared firſt to Mary Mag- 


dalene, out of whom he had 
caſt ſeven devils. 

10 And the went and told 
them that had been with him, 
as they W and ny. 

11 „ when 
had heard red he was — 
and had been ſeen of her, be- 
lieved not. 8 


St, John, Chap. XX. 


1. The firſt day of the week 
cometh Mary Magdalene 24 
when it was yet dark, unto the 
ſepulchre, and ſeeth the ſtone 

en away from the ſepulchre. 

2. Then the 
cometh to Simon Peter, and to 
the other diſciple whom Jeſus 
loved, and ſayeth unto them, 
They have taken away the 
Lord out the ſepulchre, and 


we know not where they have 


laid him. 
+ Peter therefore went forth, 
that other diſciple, and 
came to the ſepulchre. 
4. So they run both her: 


and the other diſciple did out- 


run Peter, and came firſt to the 
ſepulchre. 

. And he ſtooping down, 
ak looking in, ſaw the linen 


clothes lying, yet went he not 


in. ö 

6. Then cometh Simon Peter 
following him, and went into 
the ſepulchre, and ſeeth the 
linen clothes lie. 

7. And the napkin that was 
about his head, not lying with 
the linen clothes, but wrapped 


together in a place by itſelf. 


8. Then went in alſo that o- 
ther diſciple which came firſt to 


the ſepulchre, and he ſaw, and 
* r 

or as yet t not 
dis e, thas he mul riſe 


again from the dead, 

10. Then the diſci went 
away again unto their own 
home, 


11. But Mary ſtood without 
at the ſepulchre, werging.: and 
as ſhe wept, ſhe ſtooped down, 
and looked into the ſepulchre. 

12, And ſeeth two angels in 
white, ſitting. the one at the 
Head, and the. other at the 
feet, where the body of Jeſus 
"M6 they ſa h 

13. y unto her, 
Woman, why weepeſt thou? 
Sbe faith unto them, Becauſe 
— have taken away my Lord, 
and I know not where they 
have laid him. : 

14. And when ſhe had thus 
ſaid, ſhe turn'd herſelf back, 
and faw Jeſus ſtanding, and 
knew not it was Jeſus. 

15. Jeſus ſaith unto her, Wo- 
man, why weepeſt thou? whom 
ſeekeſt _ — She — 
him to gardener, ſai 
unto him, Sir, If thou haſt 
born him hence, tell me where 
thou haſt laid him, and I _ 

& - 


[Wi] 


take him away. 

16. Jeſus ſaith unto her, Ma- 
ry. She turn'd herſelf and faith 
unto him, Rabboni, that is to 
ſay, Maſter, 

17. Jeſus faith unto her, 
Touch me not: for I am not 
yet aſcended to my Father : but 
go tomy brethren, and fay un- 


to them, I aſcend unto my Fa- 
ther and your Father, and to 
my God and your God. 

18. Mary Magdalene came 
and told the diſciples, that ſhe 
had ſeen the Lord, and that he 
had ſpoken theſe things unto 
her. 


St. Luke, Chap. XXIV. 


1. Now upon the firſt day of 
the week, very early in the 
— m4 came N the 

„ brin ices 
ohh they 7 — ared, and 
certain others wh hand, 

2. And they found the ſtone 
—— away from the ſepul- 


3- And they entered in, and 
ron not the body of the Lord 
us, 
4. And it came to paſs, as 
were much perplexed 
ther behold two Men 
ſtood by them in ſhining gar- 
ments. 
And as they were afraid, 
bowed down their faces to 


the earth, they ſaid unto them, 


Why ſeek ye the living among 
the dead? 

6. He is not here, he is ri- 
ſen : remember how he ſpake 
unto you when he was yet in 
Galilee. 


7. Saying, The ſon of man 
muſt be delivered into the hands 
of ſinful men, and be crucified, 
and the third day riſe : gain. 

8. And they remembred his 
words. 

And returned from the ſe- 

hre, and told all theſe 
_ unto the eleven, and to 
all the reſt. 

10. It was Mary Magdalene, 
and Joanna, and Mary the mo- 
ther of James, and other wo- 
men that were with them, 
which told theſe things unto the 


11. And their words ſeemed 
to them as idle tales, and they 
believed them not. 

12. Then aroſe Peter, and 
ran unto the ſepulchre, and 
ſtooping down, he beheld the 
linen es laid by themſelves, 
and departed, wondering in 
himſelf at that which was come 
to pals, | 


II. Of Cbriſt's Appearance to two Diſciples. 


13. And behold two of them 
went that ſame day to a village 
called Emmaus, which was 
from Jeruſalem about threeſcore 
furlongs. 

14. And they talked together 


of all theſe things which had 


happened. 
15. Andit came to paſs, that 
while they communed together 


and reaſoned, Jeſus himſelf 
drew nigh, and went with them. 
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16. But their eyes were hold- 
en, that they ſhould not know 
him. 

17. And he ſaid unto them, 
what manner of communicati- 
ons are theſe that ye have one 
to- another, as ye walk, and 
are ſad ? 

18. And one of them whoſe 
name was Cleopas, — 
ſaid unto him, Art thou only 
a ſtranger in Jeruſalem, and 
haſt not known the things which 
are come to paſs there in theſe 
days ? | 

19. And he ſaid unto them, 
What things? And they ſaid 
unto him concerning Jeſus of 
Nazareth, which was-a pro- 

het mighty in deed and word 
fore God, and all the People. 

20. And how thechief prieſts 
and our rulers delivered him to 
be condemned to death, and 
have crucified him. 

21. But we truſted that it 
had been he which ſhould have 
_ redeemed Iſrael : and beſide all 
this to day is the third day ſince 
theſe things were done. 

22. Yea, and certain women 
alſo of our company made us a- 
ſtoniſned, which were early at 
the ſepulchre. 

23. And when they ſound 
not his body, they came, ſaying, 
that they had alſo ſeen a viſion 
of angels, which ſaid that he 
was alive. 5 

24. And certain of them 
which were with us, went to the 
ſepulchre, and found it even fo 
as the women had ſaid; but 
him they ſaw not. 

25. Then he ſaid unto them, 


O ye ſools, and ſlow of heart 
to believe all that the prophets 
have ſpoken : | 

26. Ought not Chriſt to have 
ſuffered theſe things, and to en- 
ter into his glory ? 

27. And beginning at Moſes 
and oll the Prophets, he ex- 
pounded unto them in all the 
{criptures, the things concern- 
ing himſelf, 

28. And they drew nigh un- 
to the village, whither they 
went: and he made as tho' he 
would have gone further. 

29. But they conſtrained him, 
ſaying, Abide with us, for it is 
towards evening, and the day 
is far ſpent : and he went 4 
tarry with them. 

30. And it came to paſs, as 
he fat at Meat with them, he 
took bread and bleſſed it, and 
brake, and gave to them, 

31. And their eyes were open- 
ed, and they knew him, and he 
vaniſh'd out of their ſight, 

32. And they ſaid one to a- 
nother, did not our heart burn 
within us, while he talked with 
us by the way, and while he 
opened to us the ſcriptures ? 

33. And they roſe up the 
ſame hour, and returned to je- 
rufalem ; and found the eleven 
gathered together, and them 
that were with them. 

34. Sayivg, The Lord is ri- 
ſen indeed, and hath appeared 
to Simon. | 

35. And they told what 
things were done in the way, 
and how he was known of them 
in breaking of bread. 


St, Mark, 


[ v 


] 


St. Mark, Chap. XVI. 


12. After that he appeared 
in another form to two of them, 
as they walked, and went into 
the country. i 


13. And they went and told 
it to the ae : neither be- 
lie ved they them. 


1 


III. Of the Appearance of Jeſus to all the Apoſtles. 


St. Matthew, Chap. XXVIII, 


16. Then the eleven diſci- 
ples went away into Galilee, 
into a mountain, where Jeſus 
had appointed them. 

15+ And when they ſaw him, 
te, worſhipped him; but 
ſome doubted. 

18. And Jeſus came, and 
ſpake unto them, ſaying, All 
power is given unto me in hea- 


ven and in earth. 


4 Go ye, therefore, and 
teach all nations, baptizing 
them in the name of the Fa- 
ther, and of the Sor, and of 
the Holy Ghoſt, 

20. Teaching them to ob- 
ſerve all things whatſoever I 
have commanded you ; and, lo, 
I am with you always even to 
the end of the world. 


Si. Mark, Chap. XVI. 


14. Afterwards he appeared 
unto the eleven, as they ſat at 
meat and upbraided them with 
their unbelief, and hardneſs of 
heart, becauſe they believed 
not them which had ſeen him 
after he was riſen. 

15. And he ſaid unto them, 
Go ye into all the world, and 
preach the goſpel to every crea- 
ture 


16. He that believeth, and 
is —_— ſhall be ſaved ; but 
he that believeth not ſhall be 
damned. | 

17. And theſe ſigns ſhall fol- 
low them that believe ; in my 
name they ſhall caſt out devils, 


they ſhall ſpeak with new 


tongues, 

18, They ſhall take up ſer- 
pents, and if they drink any 
deadly thing, it not hurt 


them ; they ſhall lay hands on 
the fick, and they ſhall reco- 
ver. 

19. So then after the Lord 
had ſpoken unto them, he was 
received up into heaven, and fat 
on the right hand of God. 

20. And they went forth and 
preached every where, the Lord 
working with them, and con- 
firming the word with figns fol- 
lowing. Amen. 


St. Luke, 


* . 
% — 
7 .- ie 


_— ou 
CO ES Pn I 


—_—_—_ 


n 
o 2222 _—_— 8 
— — — . j —7«—ðð oem 
— — 


_—_— — —ꝓ̃m—m—̃ 


— 
— 


* 1 ' 
4 
: 
" 
a a 
: 


'Þ 


— ” 


[i] 


S. Luke, Chap, XXIV. 


6. And as they thus ſpake, 
Jeſus himſelf. ſtood in the midſt 
of them, and faith unto them, 
Peace be unto you. 


37. But they were terrified - 


and affrighted, and ſ 
that * ſeen a ſpirit. 

38. And he ſaid unto them, 
Why are ye troobled? And 
why do thoughts ariſe in your 
hearts 3 
. Behold my hands and 
my feet, that it is 1 myſelf: 


handle me, and ſee, for a ſpi- ! 
fit hath not fleſh and bones as 


= be- 
: . . 'C = 
ye here any meat 


42. And th ve him a 
piece of a broil'd fiſh, and of 
an honeycomb ? 

43. And he took it and did 
eat before them. 


44. And he ſaid unto them, 


Theſe * 
ſpake unto you, while I was 
yet with you, that all things 
muſt be fulfilled which were 


__ 


concerning me. 

5. Then opened he their 
underſtanding, that they might 
underſtand the ſcriptures. 

46. And ſaid unto them, thus 
it is written, and thus it be- 
riſe from the dead the third 


day. 

47. And that repentance and 
on of fins ſhould be 
preached in his name among all 
nations beginning at Jeruſa- 
em 


38. And ye ate witneſſes of 
49. And behold, I ſend the 
miſe of my father upon you ; 
tarry ye in the city of Je- 
ruſalem, until ye be endued 
with power from on high. 

50. And he led them out as 
far as to Bethany : and he lift 
up his hands, and bleſſed them. 
he 


written in the law of Moſes, fling God, Amen 


and it the prophets, and in the 


St. John, Chap, XX. 
19. Then the fame day at came Jeſus and in the 


the week, when the doors were 
ſhut, where the diſciples were 
aſſembled for fear of the Jews, 


evening, being the firſt day of midſt, and faith unto them, 


Peace be unto you. 
20. And when he had ſo ſaid 
he ſhewed unto them his hand 


and his fide, Then were the diſ- 
coi glad when — 


yh . Then ſaid Jeſus unto. 
them a — — 
as my Father hath ſent me, e- 
ven ſo ſend I you. 

22. And when he had faid 


* 


Another Appearance. 


4. But Thomas, one of the 
Twaive, called Didymus, was 
not with them when Jeſus came, 
235 The other diſciples there- mas 


m 
reach hither I dank, and 
— fide; and be 


fore unto them, We have 
ſeen the Lord. But he ſaid un- 


— them, a th I ſhall fee 
_— print of the 


into 


my 
T * an. ym 


r 


ſhut, and flood in ho midft and 
ſaid, Peace be unto you. 


and bade him follow him, but where is not ſaid. This 
i ar tin ol appearance to his diſciples, according to 
p. xxi 


The ACTS ef the APOSTLES. 
CHAP. 1. 


1. The former treatiſe have 
I made, O 'Theophilus, of all 
that Jeſus began both to do and 
teach, 


2. Until the day in * which 
he was taken up, after that he 


thro' the Holy Ghoſt had given 
commandments unto the a 
ſtles whom he had choſen, 

3. To whom alſo he ſhewed 
himſelf alive after his pation, 
by many infallible proofs, be- 

ing 


2 
» 
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ing ſeen of them forty days, 

and ſpeaking of the thi = 
taining to the kingdom 

. And being aſſembled to- 

er with them, commanded 

that they ſhould not de- 

from Jeruſalem, but wait 

r the promiſe of the Father, 


which, ſaith he, ye have heard 
of 9. 7 

. For John truly baptized 
with water ; but ye ſhall be 
baptized with the Holy Ghoſt 
not many days hence. 
6. When 


therefore were 


to Iſrael. 

7. And he ſaid unto them, 
it is not for you to know the 
times or the Seaſons, which the 
5 his own pow- 


we But ye ſhall receive pow- 
er after that the Holy Ghoſt is 
come upon you, and ye ſhall 
be Witneſſes unto me both in 
Jeruſalem and in all Judea, and 
in Samaria, and unto the ut- 
termoſt parts of the earth. 

9. And when he had ſpo 
theſe things, while th 
he was up, 
received him out 


ken 

beheld, 
d a cloud 
of their 


_ fight. 


Chap. XV. 
above 500 brerhren at once: of - 
whom the greater part remain 
unto this preſent, but ſome are 
fallen aſleep. | 
7. After that, he was ſeen of 
-_ then of all the apo- 


LES 


ſeen of me alſo, as of ons born 
out of due time. | 


THE 


E 

INTRODUCTION. 
MONG thoſe that have miraculoufly ſupported the 
| Goſpel Miracles, againſt Mr. J///ton, the Author 
of The Trial of the Witneſſes of the Reſurreftion of 
Jeſus, has, in Defence of that Miracle, excelled 
them all, and hitherto gained an indiſputable Conqueſt, which 
has reached to the remoteſt Corners of Infidelity, none having 
replied to ſo triumphant a Piece, It was the Recommendation 
of my Friends, after the Fame of ten Editions had publiſh'd its 
Praiſe, induced me to read it; and an ardent Love to Truth 
and Liberty inſpir'd me to anſwer, after reading it. None 
having appeared to do it, I ſaid, with Elihu, (a) Great men 
are not always wiſe, neither do the Reverend underſtand Fudg- 
ment. But there are natural Endowments in Men, and theſe, 
which are the Inſpirations of the Almighty give them Under/tand- 
ing. Therefore ſaid I, Hearken to me, I ” will ſbetu mine O- 
pinion : For I am full of Matter, and the Spirit within me con- 
fraineth me. Therefore I will anſwer, that I may be refreſhed. 
Let me not, I pray you, accept any Man's Perſon, nor give flat- 
tering Titles to Man. (6) I/ords fhall be the Uprightneſs of 

my Heart, and my Pen ſhall utter Knowledge clearly. 

Some Gentlemen have told me, that the Trial of the Wit- 
neſſes has ſtruck all Infidels dumb, none daring to be bold 
enough to reply, becauſe it cannot be done without Danger, 
therefore it had not yet been anſwered. If fo, this is ſmall 
Honour and Reaſon of Triumph to the Author. But I can- 
not believe that ſo generous an Antagoniſt would ever take ſo 
mean an Advantage, or be guilty of ſo much Fraud, to lay it 
as a Trap for ſome unwary Perſon, that ſhould unfortunately 
diſſent from this Gentleman's Opinion, and whoſe Sincerity 
ſhould difpoſe him to publiſh _- Sentiments. Ne 


(a) Job xxxii. (5) Job xxxiii, 3. 
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If the Cauſe of Truth ſhould be eſpouſed, he that attempts 
to do it, ſhould be born with, tho' he make but a very un- 
faſhionable Appearance. It brings as much Scandal to the 
Cauſe, as the Perſon that ſuppreſs Reaſon by Power. He 
cannot be a good Man that commits ſuch Oppreſſion, nor can 
that be a good Cauſe which requires it. 

For the clearer underſtanding this Subject, I ſhall purſue my 
Enquiries in the following Method. 

I fill roufider, Firſt, Of the Reaſonableneſo of examining 
this Subject. | 1 

24ly, Of ſome Things mentioned by the Author of the 
Trial, that precede the Subject of the Reſurrection. 

Ihen, Of what is ſaid concerning the Reſurrection of Jeſus 
by the Trial of the Witneſſes, and by the Witneſſes them- 

ves. 

Firft then, Concerning the Reafonableneſs of examining 
this Subject, | 

| Faraſmuch as many have taken in hand to ſet forth a Declara- 
tion, and Vindication, of thoſe Things which are moft ſurely be- 
licued among us; it ſeemed gaod to me, to examine into the Cer- 
** of the ſe Things wherem-we haue been inſtructed. 

Tf it be not fit to examine into Truth, Truth is not fit to 

known, If it be juſt and lawful to ſearch after Truth, I 
hope *twill not be criminal to find it on any Side, If it be 
not proper to enquire after Truth, left it ſhould be found on 
the Side of Unbelievers, and Infidelity ſhould reign among us; 
is it then fit, that Fraud, and Falſhood, and Trane, and 
Perſecution, and Slavery, and violent perverting of Juſtice and 
Judgment ſhould reign in a Nation, and a Form of Godlineſs 
without the Truth of it ſhould form the Manners of a People ? 
Which muſt be the Conſequence of ſuppreſſing Truth and Li- 
berty, for fear Infidelity ſhould flouriſh. 

Is it criminal to enquire on what Foundation our Faith and 
Profeſſion is? Wherefore ſhould it be thought more heinous 
to examine Wu, than War we ſhould believe? if Faith 
be founded on Fact, let the Truth of the Fact appear; if on 
Reaſon, let Reaſon diſcover the Foundation: If on neither of 
theſe, but Faith be ſounded on Faith, that is, the Faith of 
one on the Faith of another; let the Faithſul make that good 
againſt all Oppoſition, and ſhew us whether it be the miracu- 
lous Effect of the mighty Influence of invincible Grace, or the 
artful Production of early Education received from unqueſtio- 
ned Authority. | 8 

If the former be the Caſe, what is here written cannot in- 

jure 


(3) 


jure the Faith of the Ele, for the almighty Power of irre- 


ſiſtible Grace is engaged for their Protection. (@) Miracles 


cannot deceive them, nor an (5) Angel from Heaven con- 
vince them that any Thing is right which they have not re- 
ceived: Was an Angel to attempt to do it, they would curſe 
him. Whoſe Faith then can it hurt? Not the Faith of God's 
Ele& : (c) For as many as are ordain'd to eternal Life believe; 
and as for the Non- elect they muſt take their Chance. 

If the latter be the Caſe, that Faith is the Effect of Educa- 
tion ; the Author of the Trial fays in favour of this, (d) What 
prevailed with thoſe who firſt received it, (i. e. the Faith of the 
Reſurrection? They certainly did not follow the Example of their 
Fathers. Here then is the Point, did this Fact gain — 
dit in the World at firſt? Credit it has gain d without Doubt. 
But if it is therefore true, then every Story that has gained 
Credit in the World, at leaft, as this has done, is alfo true. 
If this be ſufficient for it to reſt on, and to make it paſs, then 
Preſcription and Tradition are its only Supporters, and weak 
is the 2 as the Gentleman himſelf conſeſſes in the 


next Words: (s) If the Multitude at profent go into this Belief 


thre? Prejudice, Example, * Company fake, they ds in this 


Caſe, no more, nor otherwiſe than in all Caſes. Aud it cannot 
be denied, but that Truth ” be recerved thro — (as it is 
calkd) i. e. withont examining the Promi or Merits of the Cauſe, 
as well as Fulſboad. Be it fo, then the Merits of the Cauſe, 
the Truth or Falſhood of the Fact is not hereby known, nor 
can be without an impartial Examination. The believing 
Truth for Company” s ſake is no more meritorious than believ- 
ing Errour : For tis the Work of Chance not of Choice. 
He, that does not examine what Fruth is, does not right- 
ly know i it, when he has it. And he that finds Truth acci- 
dentally without fecking, is not concern'd for it ; for whether 
he find it or no, tis equal to him. He that takes it on the 
Credit of others, his Stock is ſmall tho“ his Credit be great. 
Suppoſe we cannot tell what iPd with thoſe that firſt be- 
heved the Refurreftion of Jeſus, does it follow, they were 
rightly moved, becauſe we don't know what mov*'d them? Is 
beggmg the Queſtion proving the Point? What is it to us what 
prevail'd with them, the Queſtion ſhould be, what daes prevail 
with us to believe it? And what ought to prevail with us? Does 
our Practice and our Duty agree? I may not be able to know the 
Ground of their Perſuaſton, but fure I ought to know my own. 
by B 2 But, 
| (a) Mark xiii. 22. (5) Gal. i. 8. (e) Ads xiii. 48. 
(4) Page 20. (be) Page 20, 21. 
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But, if it be criminal to examine into the Grounds of 
our Faith, it is criminal to know whether we believe right 
or wrong, and to think about it; left by ſo doing we ſhould 
dare to enquire into the Truth or Falſhood of it. Then 
thoſe that think leaſt of Truth have the greateſt Faith; and 
then it is no wonder, that the greateſt free Thinkers or En- 
quirers have the leaſt Faith. If it be no Virtue to receive 
Truth without Enquiry, it muſt be virtuous ſincerely to en- 
quire after it. It is Virtue in a Man to ſearch after Truth, 
tho* he may not find it; but 'tis none to find Truth without 
ſearching for it: For this ſhews no regard to it, but the 
Searcher ſhews at leaſt Truth in Heart. If he find it no 
where elſe, he has the Satisfaction to find it there: 

*Tis not in Mortals to command 8 ucceſs ; 
But we'll do more ( ſays Cato) we'll deſerve it. 
Sincerity acquits a Man of Guilt, but not of Fallibility. 
This is inward Truth; but 'tis ſo only to him that has it. 

*Tis argued the Apoſtles were ſincere; therefore what they 
reported was true. The ſincere Belief of a Fact or Doctrine, 
is no Proof of it. Sincerity is a Satisfaction to thoſe that have 
it, but cannot be convincing to thoſe that cannot be ſenſible 
of it, nor ſure that what is reported of them is their Report, 
nor certain that their Judgment and Sincerity were equal, if it 
be. In my Opinion great Judgment and great Faith are ſuch 
Contradictions, that they never unite ſo as to meet in one 
Perſon. The Sincerity of a Man, is not a ſufficient Reaſon 
that his Credenda are as perfect as his Sincerity. Try it now, I 
am indeed ſincere in this Search after Truth, why will not 


the Reader take my Word for the Proof of my Opinion, 


without further Enquiry and Argument? For the very ſame 
Reaſon, that the Word of any other ſhould not implicity be 
taken; becauſe the Reader is more ſure of his own Sincerity, 
than he can be of mine, and tho' he may charitably believe 
me to be ſincere, yet that is not ſufficient to convince his Judg- 
ment that I cannot err : Therefore he cannot upon that Ac- 
count believe me, without judging whether my Reaſons are 
ſufficient to prove, that what I ſay is fit to be believed. 

The Reſurrection of Jeſus being made an important Article 
of Faith, becomes an Affair of Importance, therefore the 
Examination with much Care and Caution ſeems highly neceſ- 
ſary. Thoſe that think there is no need of it, cannot tell 
what need there is, without examining. Thoſe that think it 
is of Importance muſt certainly own tis worth the Scrutiny. - 
if it be not proper to be examined, it muſt be cither becauſe 

it 


(s) 

it is not worthy of it, or will not bear it, which is ſaying, 
that it is not true: But how is this known without Enquiry ? 
To give Jndgment of a Caſe without hearing it, is to act 
worſe than a Jew. The Jews faid, (a) Does our Law judge 
any Man before it hear him and know what he doth © Or, if it 
be alledg'd that it is not proper to be ſearch'd into, , becauſe it 
is a Myſtery, then 'tis ſo, either of Godlineſs or Iniquity, for 
according to Scripture, there are Myſteries in both, (5) and 
how do we know which of theſe it is, without examining ? 

(e) He that doth Truth cometh to the Light, that his Deeds may 

be manife/t, Let us bring this Deed to the Light, that the 
Truth of it may appear. The Gold that will not bear the 
Fire is counterfeit. That Principle or Fact which cannot bear 
Reaſon and Examination cannot be true, for it flies the Face 
of Reaſon which is Truth's Defender, and trembles at Exa- 
mination, which Truth delights in. 
Can that be eſteemed a fair Trial, where the Evidences 
are only on one fide of the Queſtion, and muſt be admitted 
for Fact or Truth to both Parties, becauſe the Defendants to 
try their own Cauſe, admit none but their own Witnefles ? 
Perhaps, becauſe it had been ſaid by Mr. Moeolſton, (d) That 
"tis happy for us, that the very Account given by the pretended 
Witneſſes of this Fact, is ſufficient to dſtrey the Credit of it. If 
ſo, thoſe Books muſt be notoriouſly bad indeed that contradict 
themſelves, and deſtroy their own Authority. a > 

A Hiſtory may be very falſe, and not do that. Facts re- 
ported may be poſſible, may be probable, nay more, may har- 
monize, and yet not be true. And how can the Falſity of 
ſuch Facts be found out without other Evidence; but in this 
Caſe, *tis criminal or weak, to wiſh for other Books to give 
us a clear Inſight into Things; this diſcovers (a) @ great Scar- 
city of Proof. This (5) is not to bring Proof, but to wiſh for 
A 


Then the Gentleman aſks, How do they know there were any 
ſuch Boots? And ſince they are loſt, How do they know what 
was in them? Who knows not, that Porphyry, Celſus, and o- 
thers, wrote Books which contained what the Chriſtians 
thought were beſt anſwered by ſtifling, and burning. Have 
theſe Books, and ſuch like died a natural Death ? It is well 
known from ſome Fragments of thoſe Books in Origen, that 
thoſe Books contradicted, what is related by the Evangeliſts, 
If they were anſwerable, why where they deſtroyed ? If they 
* were 
(a) John viii. 51. (6) 1Tim. iii. 16. 2 Theſ. ii. 7. (e) John 
ili. 21. (4) P. 8. (a) P. 19. (6) P. 88. 
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were unanſwerable, we have the more Reaſon to wiſh for 
them, and lament the Martyrdom they have ſuffered. The 
Damning of Books, and Mcn, for the Sake of Opinion, 
proves their Opinions to be damnably bad that do, it. If 
Chriſtians were required to prove the Truth of the Goſpel 
Hiſtory, by the Writings of thoſe that were not Chriftians, 
would they not be glad to find them ? And have they not Rea- 

fon to wiſh for them? Is it not right for thoſe who would ex- 
amine the Fruth of Things, to endeavour to hear both Parties? 
Why not as well in this, as in other Cafes? Is it not as neceſ(- 
fary ? Or will it not bear examining ? *Tis true that, (e) in 
other Caſes, the Evidence ſupports the Credit of the Hiſtory ; but 
here the Evidence it ſelf is preſum'd only upon the Credit which 
the Story has gain'd, and this Credit it has gain'd, creates in 
moſt Minds a Preſumption that it was founded on good Evidence. 
Who can detect the Evidence of theſe pretended W itnefles, 
be they ever ſo erroneous, if we have no other Evidence a- 
gainſt them to confront theirs? Is not this a great Difficulty, 
fince the Books wrote againſt them are anſwered by Fire, and 
made a Burnt-Offering, an Offering of Sweet-Savour to the 


Holy Mother-Church, and Chriſtian Prieſthood ? To find the 


Truth of a Caſe by the bare Teſtimony of partial Evidence, 
combin'd againſt it, muſt be own'd a very difficult Taſk: For 
we have in ſuch Caſe, no other Way to inveſtigate Truth, 
but to find a ſufficient Flaw in the Evidence, by Diſagreements 
and Abſurdities to invalidate the Teftimony. 

A Hiſtory of an extraordinary and uncommon Kind, ſhould 
have more than common Proof, or better Proof than is ſuffici- 
ent in ordinary Hiſtories and Reports, that is, the Proofs given 
ſhould be equal to the Things to be proved, and the more mo- 
mentous the Affair is, or according to the Concern and Conſe- 
quence of it, the more plain, certain, and demonſtrable ſhould 
be the Evidence. 

If the Reſurrection be a Fraud, or the Evidence forged, 
What Books have we to prove them ſo ? Muſt not the Difco- 
very of Truth in ſuch Caſe, be attended with great Difficuley ? 
Can it be expected, that an equitable Iſſue ſhould be obtain'd 
from what may be fairly reaſon'd out of their own Reports ? 
Sucha Caſe no body in a Suit of Law would care to ſtand the 
Trial of, where it is well known before hand that the Witnefles 
are all agreed to caſt the Plaintiff, and tho? his Cauſe be good, 
he can have noother. Any one that's obliged to have his Af- 


fairs determined by ſuch Proceedings, would exclaim againſt it 
to 


(c) P. 14. 
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to the laſt Degree. What Chriſtians would care to have the 
Truth of the Goſpel Hiſtory tried by the Books of their Adver- 
ſaries, if any ſuch exiſted ? Tf they were allowed no other Way 
to prove the Reſurrection of Jeſus, but by the Books of the un- 
believing Jews that were written to diſprove it, What would 
they ſay ? Or rather, what would they not ſay againſt ſuch ma- 
nifeſt Injuſtice and Partiality ? How favourably then, ſhould 
Men think of that Cauſe, which tho” attended with all theſe 


Difficulties, dares to venture ſuch a Trial? And what on the 


other hand muſt the unprejudiced Part of Mankind think of 
that Cauſe, whoſe Evidence betrays it ſelf to juſt Cenſure. 

The Conqueſt this Author ſeems to have over Mr. H oalſtan, 
is obtain'd by Mr, I oolſlon's granting too much. The ſame 
Dilemma this ons, falls into, he not only grants, but aſ- 
ſerts what he cannot prove, and endeavours to prove the Truth 
of x Fact, by other Facts that equally want Proof. 


Some have objected, that this Author artfully caſts. a Shade 


on one Side of the Argument, and a Gloſs an the other, by 


the Defendant's Council, the Council for the Apoſtles, by 
which an educational Prejudice is ſtirred up againſt any that 
ſhall anſwer him ; as if ſuch Anſwer mult be to vindicate that 
bold unfortunate Man, who as he fingly combated the whole 
Prieſthood, on him the Weight of the whole Prieſthood fell. 
But my Deſign is not to regard the Perſons of the Diſputants, 
but the Subject. In order to inveſtigate Truth, I ſhall conſider 
the Objections made without regard to the Objectors, nor con- 
fine my ſelf to any Man's Scheme. Reaſon is my only Rule, 


and th _ Truth my only Aim. 

I come now, to conſider of fome Things mentioned by 
the Author of the wh that precede 71 240 of the Reſur- 
reeTton. 


(a), The Gentleman begins by ſaying, That the Evidence is 
ald and Matter of Record. 8 ſays his Council, been long 
_— * la I claim wider it. If the Gul hes 


ing to fay to di poſſeſs me, let him produce it, &c, Thus 


kindly — I take the Liberty ſo to do. The Gentleman 


— (b) Upon Suppoſition that the Truth of the Chri — 


Religion were the Point in Fudęment, it would be neceſſary to pr 

duce the Evidence for the Chriſtian Religion. More obliging A, 
therefore this Argument ought not to be conſtrued, the calling 
in Queſſion the T ruthof the Chriſtian Religion. But the Matter, 


continues he, now before the Court, is, Whether the Qbjettions. 


produced 
(a) Page 7. (5) Page viii. 


calling the Plaintiff's Council, the Council for Woojfton, and 


t 
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(8) 


produced by My. W. are of Weight to overthrow the Evidence of 


Chriſt's Reſurreftion. I hope he will be of fo philoſophic a 
Temper, as to admit the producing any other Objections, for I 
confine not my ſelf to his only, but beg Liberty to produce 
own. 

be Gentleman is pleaſed to ſay, (c) The mere Antiquity of 
the Reſurrettion I give up, for 4 the Evidence was not good at 
firft, it can't be good now. is is very fair. If Poſſeſſion 
does not give a juſt Right, it is juſt to examine what Right it 
has. If Poſſeſſion gives Right, then whatever Poſſeſſion any 
one has, the ſame has a Right to that Poſſeſſion, then Power 
only gives Right; for other natural and legal Right there is none; 
but if this ſort of Right be wrong, a fair Trial, and a free Ex- 
amination of Facts and Allegations muſt be granted. 

The Gentleman ſays, (a) I would not have the main Strength 
of his Cauſe betray'd in Complaiſance to me. This expreſſes He- 
roiſm and good Nature. Nothing, ſays he, can be more material 
than to ſhew a Fraud of this kind, that prevailed univerſally in 
the World. But the Belief of this Fact, whether it be a Fraud 
or not, has not yet prevailed univerſally in the World, and 
where-ever it has prevailed, neither Fraud nor Force has been 
wanting to make it prevail: Altho* the Gentleman inſinuates 
the contrary, comparing it with the Story of Mahomet, which 
has gain'd great Credit and been received by _— Nations. 
How was it recerved ? ſays this Gentleman, (b) Was not oy 
Man converted to this Faith with the Sword at his Throat ? In 
our Caſe, every Witneſs to the Reſarrection, and every Believer 
of it was hourly expoſed to Death, &c. Tis true the Promul- 

ators of Chriſtianity did not eſtabliſh it by Force, till they 
had the Power, but when they were poſſeſſed of the King- 
dom, the Sentence was, (c) Thoſe mine Enemies, who would 
not that I ſhould reign over them, bring them hither and flay them 
before me. And ever ſince, it may be ſaid of the Mahometans 
compared with the Chriſtians, as the Women faid of Saul and 
David in their Songs, They have ſlain their Thouſands, but 
theſe their Ten thouſands. For in every Land where Chriſti- 
anity has come, if it was not planted with Blood, it has 
been water'd with it. 

The Gentleman fays, concerning the Difference between 
the Reſurrection of Jeſus, and that of Dr. Emmes, (d) In one 
Caſe, every Thing happened that was proper to convince the World 
of the Truth of the Reſurrection, in the other the Event manifeſted 


the Cheat. If the former Part of this Sentence was true, — 
wo 


(c) P. 10. (a) P. 11, (6) P. 12. () Luke xix. 27. Page 13. 


(9) 


would be little Room left for Argument againſt it. *Tis 
ſtrange, if every Thing happened that was proper to convince 
the World of the Reſurrection of Jeſus, that the World ſhould 
be ſo far from being convinced of it, that the Jews in parti- 
cular, among whom this was done or ſaid to be done, were 
not convinced of it then, nor are they yet; for it was com- 
monly believed by them, that the Diſciples ſtole him away out 
of the Sepulchre and reported he was riſen. But every Thing 
did not happen, that was proper to convince the World, (viz.) 
the public Appearance of Jeſus among the Jews afterwards, as 
before. Should we have ſaid of Dr. Emmes, if his Body had 
been gone in the Night, and ſome of his Diſciples had after- 
wards atteſted that he was riſen from the Dead, and they had 
ſeen him alive, that every Thing happened which was proper 
to convince the World of the Truth of it? But here's the 
Difference. The Event of Dr. Emmes's predicted Reſurrec- 
tion, was known by Day Light, but the other was covered 
with 4 — * 

The tleman ſays, (a) That Chrift was ſo far from fal- 
ling in with the Notions of 2 People, Goa 345 AA = x to 
be a viftorions Prince, that it was his main Point to correct thoſe 
Prejudices and oppoſe theſe Superſtitions, and by theſe Means he 
fell into Diſgrace with his Countrymen, and ſuffered as one who 
in their Opinion deſtroyed the Law and the Prophets. I believe 


the Gentleman will find it very difficult to prove that Jeſus 


ſuffered for this Cauſe. The Gentleman ſays, That with reſ- 
pet to temporal Power, fo far was he from aiming at it, that he 
refuſed it when offered. It is Pity, the Gentleman did not 
ſhew, that thoſe who offered it him had it to offer, or Power 
to make him a King ; and that the Mefliah of the Prophets 
was not to be a temporalKing. When the Diſciples underſtood 
it ſo what did Jeſus ſay, (a) to convince them of the contrary ? 
Yet the Gentleman fays, 12 That Jeſus interpreted the Pro- 
phecies to anather Senſe and Meaning than his Countrymen did, 
and by his Expoſitions took away all Hopes of their ever ſeeing the 
viftorious Deliverer, ſo much wanted and expected. Again, (c) 


That when Chriſt oppoſed this Conceit, at the manifeſt Hazard of 


his Life, as he certainly had Truth on his Side, ſo the Preſumption 
is, that it was & the Sake of Truth that he expoſed himſelf. £ I 


wiſh, for the Sake of Truth, this could be proved. Again, 


(d) That the People expected a viftorious Prince, he told them 

they were miſtaken. I believe they were, but I want to know 

C where 

{a) Page 89. (a) Mat, xx. 21. Luke xxiv. 21. Adds i. 
5. (6) Page 23: (o) Page 24. (d) Page 25. 
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ficer and the Sacrifice the ſame. 


(10) 


where he told them ſo. Again, (e) That he told the People 
there was no Foundation to expect a temporal Deliverer, and warn'd 
them againſt all that ſhould ſet up a> Pretenſions. That he de- 
clared there was no Ground from the ancient Prophecies to expect 
ſuch a Prince. (J) But why then was the Government alarmed, 
and Jeſus looked on, as a Perſon dangerous to the State; who 
was the beſt Friend among the Jews, the Roman Government 
ever had, to preſerve the People from enthuſiaſtic Seditions ? 
If this be true, it was the worſt Policy in the World, for the 
Romans to put him to Death; they ſhould rather have defend- 
ed him to the utmoſt. 

That Jeſus explained away the kingly Office of the Meſſiah, 
does no where appear. Interpreters of Scripture expound 
them myſtically or artfully, only when the natural Senſe is 
againſt them. is true indeed, that ſad Work is made a- 
bout Prophecies and their Applications, as if the Interpreters 
wanted either Underſtanding or Honeſty. The E iſts 
ſay, that twas propheſied, Jeſus ſhould be King of 1/rael. 
The Wiſe-Men enquired, Where is he that is born King of 
the Jews? (a) And the Angels declared, the Lord God hall 
give unto him the Throne of his Father David, (5) and he 
ſhall reign over the Houſe of Jacob for ever; they themſelves 
underſtood it ſo. Nathaniel called him the King of 1frael, (c) 
ſo did the Multitude. (4) Jeſus was ſo far from rebuking 
them for it, that he juſtified them in it, (e) and he was cal- 
led the King of the Jews, (/) only he had not the Kingdom, 
therefore when he was about to ſuffer for it, he found it was 
not of this World. (g) This Confeſſion he made at a proper 
Time, tho” it had not its Effect. Did he ever tell his Diſci- 
ples this? But as Jeſus was not King of Iſracl in a natural 
Senſe, he is made the King of the ſpiritual //rael, and becauſe 


he was no external temporal King, he muſt be an inter- 


nal and eternal one, to fulfil the Scriptures. Tho' Jeſus 
is commonly proved to be a Prophet, as all other Prophets are 
characteriz d, and a Prieſt externally, tho* oddly, the Sacri- 
t why is the executing 
theſe three Offices ſo differently to be underſtood ? This ſhews 

the 


(e) Page 27. /) Page 28. What then mean theſe Scriptures, 
en. xlix. 10. 2 Sam. vii. 16. 1 Chron, xxii. 10. Pſalm Ixxxix. 4, 
29, 36. Ifaiah ix. 7. Chap. Ix. Jerem. iii. 17, 18, 19. Chap. xxiii. 
„6, 7, 8. Exek. xxxiv. 20. to the End. Chap. xxxvi. Chap. xxxvii. 
ſea iii. 5. Zech. ix. 9, 10, Chap. xii. 6, 7, 8. Micah iv. 
(a) Mat. ii. 2. (5) Luke i. 32. (c) John i. 49. (% John xii. r3. 
(e) Mat. xxi. 16. (f) Mark xv. 12. (g) John xviii. 36. 
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the Difficulties Men are reduced to, in explaining the Scrip- 
tures to ſerve their Purpoſes; that when plain and obvious 
Senſe fails to do it, they have recourſe to a ſecret Art or My- 
ſtery of Interpretation, which (a) not Choice but Neceſſity drives 
them to. As from hence it is plain, that great, good, wiſe, 
and learned Men, may be out, in underſtanding, and puz- 
zled in explaining and defending the Scriptures ; it follows 
therefore, that Grace and Charity ſhould be extended to thoſe 
that are out of their Way of believing them, or ſcorn the 
mean Refuge of Figures, Tropes, Allegories, and myſtical 
Twiſting the ſacred Wax, to take the Impreffion of any Seal 
that is put upon it. I think it's plain, that becauſe Jeſus had 
not taken the Kingdom, before the Report of his ReſurreRion, 
and Aſcenſion, the Apoſtles faid that before that Generation 
was Dead, he would come again, raiſe them that believed in 
him, reign over the Jews, and ſubdue the Gentiles. (+) But 
the Time then mentioned for the literal Accompliſhment, be- 
ing elapſed, it is now high Time to underſtand it mags or 
ive it ſome myſtical Interpretation, that the Credit of the 
ew Teſtament Prophecies, tho' ſhipwreck'd in the Letter, 
may be ſaved in the Spirit. | 
The Gentleman fays, (c) What if it ſhould appear, that af- 
ter the foretelling of his Death, (thro Deſpair of Fortunes, as 
"tis faid) he had it in his Power to ſet up for King once more, 
and once more refuſed the Opportunity. But, the former is not yet 
made good. Men in Deſpair lay hold on the leaſt Help, and ne- 
ver refuſe the greateſt. Now the Caſe was really ſo; after he 
had foretold his ey 9 he came to Jeruſalem ina triumphant 
Manner. The People flraved his Way with Boughs and Flnvers, 
and were all at his Devotion; The Jewiſh Governors lay flill for 
fear of the People. Why was not this Opportunity laid hold on to 
ſeize the Kingdom, or at leaſt to ſecure himſelf from the ignomini- 
ous Death he erpected? An unarmed Mob could not do this: 
A miraculous Power might ; but that was wanting ; becauſe 
the People wanted Faith. (a) Jeſus could not be their victori- 
ous Anointed, unleſs they 2 in him: () But they ceuld 
2 not 


(a) Page 89. (5) Elſe what mean theſe Scriptures, Acts i. 11. 
Luke xxi. 32. Acts iii. 20, 1 Cor. xi. 26, 1 Cor. xv. 23, 24, 
25, 26, 27, 28. 1 Theſlalon. i. 10. Chap, iv. 15, 16, 17. Chap. 
v. 1, 2, 3, 4. 1 Peter iv. 7. 2 Peter iii. 1 John ii. 18. Mat. x. 
23. Mat. xix. 28, 29. Mark x. 29, 30. Luke xviti. 29, 30. 
Luke'1. 32, 33. Revel. i. 3. Chap. iii. 11. Chap. xx. 6. Ch. 
XXil. 7, 10, 12, 20. (e) Page 28. 


(a) Mat, xiii. 58. (5) John xi. 37, &c. 
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not believe; becauſe God for their Sins had blinded their Eyes, 
that they did not know Jeſus to be the Chriſt ; and hardened 
their Hearts to put him to Death. And in cutting him off, 
who was the Meſſiah, they cut off all the Promiſes of his 
Kingly Government; and their Proſperity under it. Vet God 
kept his Word in breaking it, becauſe he told them he would 
break it, (Numb. xiv. 34.) And for the Chriſtians, he has 
cut off their Expectations, and made Chriſt delay his coming. 
But for his Sufferings, tranſlated him from being the Redeemer 
of the 7cwihh State, to be the Redeemer of Mankind. There- 
fore let not the Branch boaſt againſt the Root, nor the Chriſtian 
ſay to the Jew, Stand off, for I am holier than thou. But be 
this myſtically or conditionally true, it concerns not the Re- 
ſurrection. 

It having been obſerved, that all falſe Religions in the Warld 
have pretended to Inſpiration, the Gentleman ſays, (c) This only 
ſhews that Revelation is by the common Conſent of Mankind, the 
very beſt Foundation of Religion, and therefore every Impoſtor pre- 
tends to it. | 

I conceive, that which is the Foundation of any, much leſs 
of every falſe Religion, cannot be the Foundation of the true. 
The common conſent of deluded Mankind is no Artument for 
it. Inſpiration is the only Foundation any falſe Religion can 
lay claim to, and be ſupported by. The true Religion has no 
need of it. *Tis founded on the eternal Attributes of the Dei- 
ty, and the invariable Nature, Reaſon, and Fitneſs of Things. 
No Impoſtor can build upon this Foundation, which is of an 
original unchangeable Nature. It can produce nothing but 
Truth. It is bright as the heavenly Light, and free from all 
Ambiguities. Religion flowing from this Principle has uni- 
verſal Benevolence, and is univerſally extended to all that ſeek 
the Knowledge of it. It makes all Men happy that embrace 
it. It perfectly ſatisfies all Doubts, and gives every troubled 
doubting Soul unſhaken Reft. Every Man's Station in Life, 
and the common Underſtanding inherent in Man's Nature, is 
ſufficient, without Skill in Books and Languages, to lead him 
to the neceſſary Knowledge of his Faith and Obedience. But 
pretended Inſpiration, diſtin from this, ſubjects Man's Con- 
duct to arbitrary Will, not known till revealed, nor even 
then, and ever liable to Alteration at Pleaſure, yet never to 
be queſtion'd. Tis capable of as many Deceptions as every 
Impoſtor pleaſes. *Tis the only plauſible Pretence, that is able 
thruſt 


() Pag. 11. 
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to thruſt out Truth and introduce Falſhood in its Room. It 
has ſanctified the greateſt Enormities, and eſtabliſhed the great- 
eſt Nonſenſe, for the Will and Wiſdom of God. It is capa- 
ble of doing any Miſchief, and of ſetting up any Impoſitions, 
of deſtroying the Libertics of Mankind, of demoliſhing Virtue, 
of dethroning Reaſon, of advancing Tyranny, of ſetting up the 
moſt brutal Idolatry, and the moſt unnatural Barbarity, for 
the Worſhip of Deity. And all this it has done. It has been 
the Parent of all ſanctified Villany, of all religious Lyes and ly- 
ing Wonders, of every Thing that is impious and falſe, in the 
Name of God, of every "Thing that is ſcandalous of God, and 
pernicious to Man. And can ſuch a Foundation as this, be 
the beſt to build a Religion upon ? Reaſon ſays, No. 

Having diſpatched theſe two Preliminaries, I come now to 
examine the grand Point, concerning what is ſaid in the Trial 
of the Witneſſes, and by the Witneſſes themſelves, of the Re- 
ſurrection of Jeſus, 

If the Gentleman can anſwer theſe Things, and thoſe that 
follow ; let him go on conquering, and to conquer, in the 
moſt 1 and penetrate to the Bottom of theſe 
plauſible, but it may be, to him, weak oy 4a ; howe- 
ver formidable to Unbelievers they a f ſo, I hope he 
will kindly enlighten many dark Underſtandings ; for I know 
there are many, even among Unbelievers, whoſe Breaſts are 
always open to Conviction ; and if they err, tis not of Choice. 
Many of them ſincerely love Truth; and are ready to embrace 
it. Tis Charity then, to inform and rectify erring Judg- 
ments. Thoſe that want not Leiſure, Learning, nor Under- 
ſtanding, (as there are undoubtedly ſuch among the Clergy) 
are the moſt proper Perſons to be exerciſed in that glorious and 
uſeful Work. But Violence can never enlighten the Under- 
ſtandings of any. 
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HE Author of the Trial ſays, (a) that Chriſt fore- 
told his own Death and Reſurrection; therefore, if 
the Reſurreftion was managed by Fraud, he was cer- 
taiuly in the Fraud himſelf, by foretelling the Fraud 

that was to happen. And tho” the Gentleman grants, that Je- 


ſus referr'd to the Authorities of the ancient r to prove 


that the Maſſias was to die and riſe again, and that tho" the anci- 
ent Books referred to, are extant, and no ſuch Prophecies are to 
be found, her theſe Prophecies can be found or no, *tis not 
material to the preſent Quſtian; becauſe, ſays the Gentle- 
man, diſprove the Reſurrectian, and we ſball have no further 
Occafion for Prophecy. 

This, I think, ought not to be ſo haſtily paſs'd over. I 
am not ſure, that Jeſus did foretel his own Death and Reſur- 
rection, only, that the Evangeliſts ſay he did; nor that he re- 
terr*d to the Authority of the ancient Prophecies to prove that 
the Meſſias was to die and riſe again; only, that I read fo. If 
Jeſus had this Prediction from the Prophets, it was they, not 
he, that foretold it, any otherwiſe, than by his telling, or ex- 
pounding what they ſaid. If the Proofs ſhould fail, that Jeſus 
toretold his own Reſurrection, then ſure he is to be diſcharged 
of having a Hand or Head in the Fraud, which the Gentle- 
man makes ſuch a Pother about. Tis granted, that the Goſ- 
pel Hiſtorians ſuggeſt there are Prophecies, which are not to 
be found in the Books they refer to ; but this the Gentleman 
thinks, is ot material. Strange! Is it not material, Whe- 
ther what theſe Evangelifts ſay, is true or falſe ? Whether this 
is a true or falſe Inſinuation to countenance the Hiſtory ? 
Whether thro? Ignorance they imagin'd they were Prophecies, 
which were not, and fo were deluded ? Or, Whether thro” 


Deſign 
(a) Pag. 30, 89, go. 
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Deſign they pretended and ſuggeſted, there was what there 


was not, to delude others? Or, Whether there are not 
forged Interpolations crept into their Teftimony, to ſet the 


better Gloſs on what is inſinuated? Could not they, who 


could report Prophecies which were never delivered by the 
Prophets, report others which were never nttered by their 
Maſter ? And write what they pleafed of him, long after his 
Departure; and much more eaſily aud boldly, if their own 
Words were to be the only Proof of it ? Or could not others 
do it in their Name? If there be no Reaſon to believe them 
in one Thing, may there not be juſt Reaſon to queſtion them 
in other Things ? If they are found guilty of afferting what 
there is no Proof for; what Reaſon is there to believe their Aſ- 
ſertions, or to take them for Proof ?. As there is little Probabi- 
lity, that theſe Writings of the four Evangelifts have been 
handed down to us, uncorrupted, thro* ſo many Languages, 
Tranſcriptions, and bad Hands, as they have paſſed, there is 
great Probability, that they are not free from Corruption and 
Forgery, If therefore, tis poſſible to prove them pure, tis 
highly neceſſary. 

The Gentleman ſays, that Chriſt by 2 the Reſur- 
rection, certainly put the Proof of his 
the Event. (a) If fo, Why was not that Truth proved to the 
Satisfaction of thoſe People to whom he was ſent? Had they 
not all the Reaſon in the World to expect and demand his Ap- 
pearance to them, after his Reſurrection ; as the true Sign and 
Proof of his Miſſion? Or, might they not juſtly queſtion the 
Truth of his Meſſiahſhip, which wanted that very Proof he 
promiſed them? If they ought to have had this Proof, why 
does the Gentleman ſay (5), That 5 his Death, no further 
Credentials of Chrift”s Commiſſion to the Jews could be demanded, 
or expected: : 

The Gentleman ſays, (c) One would naturally think, that 
Chrift”s foretelling his Reſurrection, and giving ſuch publick No- 
tice to expect it, that his keeneft Enemies were fully appriſed of it, 
carried with it the greateſt Mark of fincere Dealing; and that, 
(d) the Prediftion of Chrift concerning his own Reſurrection, 
was a Thing publickly known to all Jeruſalem : For it gave Or- 
caſion for all the Care that was taken to prevent Fraud. 

Now, Let us examine into this Affair of Chriſt's foretelling 
his own Reſurrection, ſo that his keeneſt Enemies were fully 
appriſed of it, and, that it was a Thing publickly known to 

all 


(a) Page 30. (6) Page 77. {c) Page 30. (4) Page 37. 
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all Jeruſalem. We have no other Way of proving this, but 
by the Evidence of the Witnefles, which, I ſuppoſe, no Be- 
lievers will except againſt; or make them prove more than 
they do. 

Matthew ſays, (a) That the Chief Prie/ts and Phariſees came 
together unto Pilate, ſaying, Sir, WE REMEMBER that this 
Deceiver ſaid, while he was yet alive, = three Days I will 
riſe again. Now the Words, Mer er, ſignify, that they 
heard him ſay ſo: But I find no Account where, or when, 
ſuch public Prophecy was delivered before the Prieſts and Pha- 
riſees, in any of the four Evangeliſts. - Matthew, who alone 
tells the Story of watching the Sepulchre, and ſealing the 
Stone, ſhould have given us a particular Account of this pub- 
lic Prophecy, but mentions no more than this, (%) Certain of 
the Scribes and Phariſees ſaid, Maſter, we would ſee a Sign 


from thee. But he anſwered, An evil and adulterous Generation 


ſeeketh after a Sign, and there ſball no Sign be given to it, but the 
Sign of Jonas the Prophet. For, as Jonas was three Days and 
three Nights in the WWhale's Belly, ſo ſhall the Son of Man be 
three Days and three Nights in the Heart of the Earth. That, 
becauſe they were an evil Generation, no Sign ſhould be given 
them, ſeems ſtrange. One would naturally think, for this 
very Reaſon, they ought to have had a Sign; eſpecially, ſince 
(c) Jeſus came not to call the Righteous, but Sinners to 

tance. 


Concerning which, TI have to obſerve, 1½, That theſe ſeem 
not to be the Words referred to by the Chief Prieſts and Pha- 
riſees. After three Days I will riſe again. | 

2dly, That I cannot find any other, nor any plainer public 
Prediction of a Reſurrection, or that poſſibly can be under- 
ſtood, or conceived to be ſuch, than that from Matthew be- 
fore-cited. 

34ly, That what Luke ſays of this, ſeems to be delivered 
at the ſame Time, and on the ſame Occaſion : And all that 
Jeſus ſaid to the People, according to Luke is thus, (d) This 
is an evil Generation, they ſeek a Sign, and there ſhall no Sign be 
given it, but the Sign of Jonas the Prophet ; for as Jonas was a 
Sign unto the Ninevites, ſo ſhall alſo the Son of Man be to this 
Generation. The Expounder, that would make this to pro- 
pheſy a Reſurrection, muſt be more a Prophet, than he that 
ſpoke it, if he ſpake theſe Words, and no more. Hence it 

may 


(a) Matt. xxvii. 63. (6b) Mat. xii. 38, 39, 40. 
c) Match. ix. 13. (4) Luke xi. 29, 37. 
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may be queſtioned, whether Luke delivered the whole Truth, 
or Matthew nothing but the Truth ? 
4thly, The Words, even as they are in Matthew, are am- 
biguous, and do not plainly indicate a Reſurrection, The Ru- 
lers could not certainly know by this, that Jefus was to die and 
riſe again, and he ſo much alarmed about it, who belicved no 
more his Miracles, than they did that he was the Meſſiah; 
conſequently gave no Credit to his Prediction. Theſe Words 
being of a myſtical Nature, are capable of more than one 
Signification; which may equally be proved true, as falſe ; 
an Advantage that all Myſteries have. Therefore ſome other 
Expoſition may be given them; fince he did not tell the Jetus 
what he really meant by this Sign : For theſe Words no more 
predicate a Reſurrection from the Dead, than that Fenah was 
dead the three Days and three Nights he was in the Belly of 
the Fiſh. 
5thly, The Writers might as eafily make this Expreſſion to 
be a Prediction of the Reſurrection, as John does another, 
which was as unintelligible ; and when uttered, ſeem'd not 
to be ſo intended, nor underſtood. He tells us, (5) that the 
Fews ſaid to Jeſus, What Sign ſhrweft thou unto us, ſeeing that 
then dreft theſe Things? Jeſus anſwered and ſaid unto them, De- 
fray this Temple, and in three Days I will raiſe it up : Then ſaid 
the Tews, Forty and fix Years was this Temple in buildiug, and 
. wilt thou raiſe it up in three Days? When, therefore, he was ri- 
ſen from the Dead, his Diſciples remembred, that he —_— this 
unto them, and they believed the Scripture, and the Mord that 
Jef had faid. Before they had Occaſion to make a Prophecy 
theſe Words, and apply them to what they affirmed had hap- 
pened, they did not know the Meaning of them, nor remem- 
ber them. How then could the Prieſts and Phariſees under- 
ſtand them ? They were not fond of giving ſuch Explanations 
to ſuch myſtical Expreſſions, nor can it be reaſonably thought 
they had the Senſe to do it. 
bh, Jeſus is alſo ſaid to have given the fame Sign to the 
Jews at another Time, in anſwer to the fame Demand as be- 
fore, without explaining it at all, or ſhewing what he meant by 
it. Which ſeems to be an Evaſion to the Queſtion, rather than 
giving them any Satisfaction. For if he meant any Thing elſe, 
the Jews which heard the Anſwer then, and a Reader ignorant 
now, of the Senſe commonly put vpon it, and ſeriouſly defi- 
rous to know the true Mezning, cannot find, that the Words 
mean a Reſurrection. (a) The Phariſces alſo with the Sadducees 
D 
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(5) John ii. 18, 19, 20, 21, 22. (a) Matthew vvi. r. 
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came, and tempting him, defired him, that he would ſhew them 
a Sign from Heaven? He anſwered, A wicked and adulterous 
Generation ſecketh after a Sign, but there ſhall no Sign be given 
it, but the Sign of the Prophet Jonas, and he left them and de- 
parted. The ſame Story according to Mark, is told thus, (6) 
And the Phariſees came forth, and began to queſtion with him, 
ſeeking of him a Sign from Heaven, tempting him; and he fighed 
deeply in his Spirit, and faith, Why doth this Generation ſeek af- 
ter a Sign? Verih, 19 unto you, there ſhall no Sign be given 
to this Generation. And he {ft them. Here is not ſo much as 
the Sign of the Prophet Jonah given them. In Matthew, Jeſus 
is reported to give them the Sign of the Prophet Jonah, which 
they could make nothing of, and in Mark to give them no 
Sign at all. | | | 

7thly, This Demand of a Sign from Heaven, which the 
Scribes, Phariſees and Sadducees made, ſhews, that they wan 
ted Jeſus to give them an evident Miracle, ſuch as their Senſes 
might be Judges of, to convince them, that he was the Meſ- 
ſiah whom they expected, and whom he would have them be- 
lieve him to be : Which intimates, that they were not fatish- 
ed, thathe had done any Miracles, nor does his Anſwer refer 
them to any Miracles done by him. 

8thly, None of the Evangeliſts give any Account, that Je- 
ſus ever publickly declared, that After three Days he would riſe 
again; nor when, or where, he made any ſuch Declaration, 
or any Thing like it, that plainly predicted his Reſurrection to 
the Prieſts, Scribes, Phariſees, or Sadducees. So that, this 
Report wants Confirmation, even among the Evangeliſts them- 
ſelves. And none of them mention the Explanation annexed 
to the Parable of Jonah, but Matthew once, which I firſt 
mentioned. As he had more Occaſion for a Prophecy of this 
nature than the others had, to confirm the Story of the Watch 
and Seal; which none of the others ſay any Thing of; ſo, 
he adds ſomething more than they do, to this, which is call'd 
a Prophecy, but is rather a prophetic Riddle. Which yet is 
falſe in Fact, in two Reſpects. 

1/7, As to Time, this tells us, The Sen of Man was to lie 
THREE Days AND THREE NIGHTS in the Heart © 
the Earth; as Jonah did three Days and three Nights m 
the Ihale's Belly. Whereas, Jeſus lay but the Time of 
one Day.and an half, that is, two Nights and a Day, if he 
did that, for 'tis not known when the Body was gone; it could 
not be found at the End of the ſecond Night, So that at moſt, 

he 
(3) Mark viii. 11, 12. 
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he laid but half the Time of three Days and three Nights: For 
he was buried the Evening of the Preparation-Day, and was 
not in the Sepulchre, at the Dawning of the Day which fol- 
low'd the Preparation. (a) And according to common Com- 
putation and common Senſe, two Nights and one Day cannot 
be three Nights and three Days; nor can any Man make them 
ſo, tho? he preach three Days and three Nights about it. But 
no doubt, that Gentlemen who can work Miracles in Words, 
may do it alſo in Numbers. Nor is it to be wondered at, if 
thoſe ſpiritual Arithmeticians, who can make one to be three, 
and three to be one, without ſubtracting or dividing the three, 
or adding or multiplying the one; and at the fame Time, own 
that three and one have not the ſame Meauing, but that there 
are three diſtin ones in three, &c. I ſay, it is not to be won- 
dered at, if ſuch myſtical Accountants ſhould make one and an 
alf to be three, which comes nearer the Mark. They that 
are ſo well ſkilled in caſting a Figure, can eaſily prove, that 
in the ſecond Night, is the ſame as after the third Day, and that 
within and after three Days are equivalent. (b) However, to 
compound the Matter, it may be, that Jonah laid in the 
Whale's Belly no longer than Jeſus did in the Grave; or, 
that theſe two Stories are parallel, that is, both alike true. 

2dly, This Prediction was not fulfill'd: Becauſe the Sign 
promiſed to be given, was not given to thoſe it was promiſed 
to. For if no Sign was to be given to that EVIL AND ADUL= 
TEROUs GENERATION, but the Sign of Jonas the Prophet, 
the only Proof of Jeſus being the Meſſiah depended upon that 
Sign being given, or that Prophecy being fulfilled, to the Sa- 
tisfaction of that evil and adulterous Generation. But unleſs 
Jeſus appear'd after his Reſurrection to that evil and adulterons 
Generation ; not to his Diſciples only ; then that Prophecy was 
not fulfill'd at all, and fo was falſe in Fact. Yet, *tis not fo 
muchas ſaid that he did this, or that any of that evil Generati- 
on ſaw him, only his Diſciples and Friends, who were not 
that evil Generation, being (a) not of the World, but choſen out 
Fit. Therefore that wicked and adulterous Generation ſaw 
him not. This Sign was not given them; this Prophecy, if 
it related to Jeſus's Reſurrection, was not performed. There- 
fore *tis probable that this is Forgery, and falſely father*d on 
Jeſus Chriſt, by thoſe that found it neceſlary, and had Oppor- 
tunity ſo to do, | 

But, according to three Evangeliſts, I find that Jeſus had 
five Times foretold his Diſciples of it, in the plaineſt Man- 
ner. D 2 The 


(a) Mat. xxvii. 57, and x:viii. 1. (5) Page 47. (a) John xv. 19, 
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The firſt Time that Jeſus foretold his Death and Reſurrec- 
tion to his Diſciples, was after he had examined what Men 
thought of him, and who they themſelves took him to be, be- 
fore his 'T ransfiguration, when Peter rebuked him for it. Mat- 
thew ſays, (b) From that Time forth, began Jeſus to ſhew wito 
bis Diſciples, how that he mujt go unto Jeruſalem and ſuffer ma- 
ny Things of the Elders, and Chief Pri:/ts, and Scribes, and be 
killed ard be raiſe again the third Day. Mark tells us, (a) 
That he began to teach them, that the Son of Man muſt offer 
many Things, and be rejectad of the Elders, and of the Chief 
Prieſts, and Scribes, and be killed, and after three Days riſe a- 
gain. And he ſpale that ſaying epruly. Yet this Word, open- 
ly, means only plainly, tor that Saying was not ſpoken openly 
to the People, but to his Diſciples, of whom he aſked, Who 
Men ſaid he was? But Jule puts it out of all Doubt, for he 
ſays, that as he was alone praying, the Diſciples were with him, 
and (b) to them he ſaid, 7% Son of Man muft ſuffer many 
Things, and be rejected of the Elders, and Chief Priefts, and 
Scribes, and be ſlain, and be raiſed the third Day. This I ſup- 
* to be intended by the Writers for the firſt Time of this 

rediction being delivered. 

The ſecond Lime Jeſus is ſaid to have foretold his Reſur- 
rection to his Diſciples, was atter his Transfiguration, by Mat- 
thew thus, (c) And as they wen! down from the Mountain, Je- 
ſus charged them, ſaying, Tell the Viſuon to no Man, till the Son 
of Man be riſen from the dead. By Hark thus, (d) And as 
they came down from the Mountain, he charged them, that they 
ſhould tell no Man, what things they hed ſeen, , ill the Sen if Man 
was riſen from the dead. And they kept that Saying with them- 
ſelves, queſtioning one «with another, What the Riftng from the 
doad ſhould mean, tho* he had told them, but a little before, 
what he meant. 

The third Time, When Jeſus was in Gaitlee, he foretold 
his Reſurrection to his Diſciples. According to Matthew, (e) 
IFhile they abode in Galilee, Feſus ſaid unto them, The Son of 
Man fhall be betrayed into the Hands of Hen; and they ſhall kill 
him, and the third Day he ſhall riſe again; and they were ex- 
cceding ſorry. According to Mark thus, (a) And he paſſed 
thro” Galilee, and would nat that any Man ſhould know it: For 
he taught his Diſciples and ſaid unto them, The Son of Man is de- 
livered into the Hands of Men, and after that he is killed, he — 

riſe 

() Matthew xvi. 21. (a) Mark viii. 31. Ver. 27, of the ſame 
Chapter. (5) Luke ix. 18, 22. (c) Mat. xvii. 9. (4) Mark ix. 
9, 10. (ec) Mat. xvii. 22, 23. (a) Mark ix. 30, 31, 32. 


(21 ) 
riſe the third Day. But they underſtaad nit that Saying, and 
were _=_ to aſk him. This is ſtrange, that they ſhould be 
ſorry for what they did not underſtand ; or, that they ſhould 
not underſtand what they were ſorry for; except they were ſor- 
ry they did not underſtand it. Obſerve what goes before, 
The Reaſon why Jeſus deſired Privacy, was becauſe he told 
this W his Diſciples, and would have no body elſe know it. 
According to Luke, [b] Jeſus ſaid unto his Diſciples, Let theſe 
Sayings fink down into your Ears, for the Son of Man ſhall be 
delivered into the Hands of Men. But they underſtood not this 
Saying, aud it was hid from them, and they perceived it not; and 
they feared to aſt him of that Saying. 

If he ſaid no more, I don't wonder at it, for here's no Death 
nor Reſurrection mentioned. Yet if Jeſus then foretold it, as 
Matthew and Mark ſay, I wonder Luke did not mention it. 
This looks like Interpolations in them, and, like a Ray of 

ight, helps to give a bright Reaſon for their Dulneſs, [i. e.] 

hat the plain Prediction looks like a plain Addition, that 
ſome Enemy to Truth, in the Night has ſown Tares among the 
Wheat. 

The fourth was, or ſeems to be, when Jeſus and his Diſci- 
ples were in the Coaſts of Fudea _ unto Jericho, [e] as 
they were travelling to Jeruſalem. tthew ſays, [a] And 
7 us going up to Jeruſalem took the twelve Diſciples apart in the 

ay, and ſaid unto them: Behold we go up ta Jeruſalem, and 
the Son of Man ſball be betrayed unto the Chief Prieſts, and unto 
the Scribes, and they ſhall condemn him to Death. And ſhall de- 
liver him to the Gentiles, to mack and to ſcourge, and to crucify 
him, and the third Day he ſhall riſe again. Mark fays, (a) 
As they were going up to Jeruſalem, Jeſus went before them, and 
they were amazed, and as they followed they were afraid. And 
he took again the twelve, and began to tell them, what Things 
ſhould happen unte him; Saying, Behold we go up to Jeruſalem, 
aud the Son of {Tan ſhall be delivered unto the Chief Prieſis, and 
unto the Scribes, and they ſhall condemn him to Death, and fhull 
deliver him to the Gentiles ; and they ſhall mack him, and fhall 
fſecourge him, and ſhall ſpit upon him, and ſhall kill him : And 
the third Day he ſhall riſe again. Luke ſays, (b) That he took 
unto him the twelve, and ſaid unto them, Behold we go up to Je- 
ruſalem, and all Things that are written by the Prophets, con- 
cerning the Son of Man, ſball be accompliſhed : For he fhall be 


11 


[] Luke ix. 43, 44, 45. [e] Mat. xix. 1. [4] Matth. 
XX. 17, 18, 19. [a] Mark x. 32, 33. (“ Luke xvii. 11. 
xVili. 31, 32, 33, 34, 35. 
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delivered unto the Gentiles, and ſball be mocked, and ſpitefully 
intreated, and ſpitted on; and they ſhall ſcourge him, and put 
him to Death; and the third Day he ſhall riſe again And they 
wnderſtood none of theſe Things, and this Saying was hid rn 
them, neither knew they the Things which were ſpoken. I am 
jealous of ſome fraudulent Deſign, by this unaccountable Con- 
feſſion of the remarkable Dulneſs of theſe twelve Scholars. 
Sure if this be true, it is as ſurpriſing as any Thing in the Goſ- 
pels, that twelve Men together ſhould not underſtand ſuch 
plain Expreſſions. One would be apt to think, that Jeſus 
choſe none but (c Smpletons for his Diſciples ; yet we find 
them hereafter alter Character, and be cunning enough. For 
fure, their Underſtanding, or this Paſſage is to be queſtion'd. 

A fifth, and laſt Prediction of the Reſurrection of Jeſus, 
was ſpoken at his laſt Supper. Jeſus faid then, according to 
Matthew, (a) After I am riſen again, I will ge before you into 
Galilee, And Aar, () the very fame Words: Which 
ſignify he had made them very well acquainted with it. But 
Luke knows nothing of this Prediction. ; 

As I have not mentioned what John ſays of Chriſt's foretel- 
ling his ReſurreCtion to his Diſciples, left it ſhould be thought 
I ſtifle his Evidence, I have examined him, and find that he 
ſays not a Word of it, but denies it all: And tells the moſt 
probable Truth, that the Diſciples did not know any Prophe- 
cy that Jeſus was to riſe again. What elſe do theſe Words 
mean, (c) They tueto not the Scriptures, that he muſt riſe again 


from the dead? If John means the Scriptures of the Prophets, 


how ſhould they? For no ſuch are to be found. If Je- 
ſus himſelf foretold them of it, that was enough to ſatisfy 
them ; if there were no ſuch Scriptures. But the plain Truth 
ſeems to be, That the Diſciples did not foreknow, nor expect 
the Refurrection of their Maſter ; and if this be true, there 
is Reaſon to ſuſpect, all the Predictions of it, inſerted in Mat- 
thew, Mark, and Luke, to be Forgery. But this will more 
evidently appear, in, 

The ſecond Period of Time, which reaches from the Death of 
Chriſt, to the Reſurrection reported into the Evangelifls., 
What are we now to think of the Watch? Can any Man 

of common Senſe think it reaſonable to believe, or probable, 

that the Rulers ſhould be alarmed about the Reſurrection of Je- 
ſus, if they never heard any thing more of it than what has 


been mentioned ; and that the Diſciples, to whom it is ſaid to 
be 


{c) Page 26. (a) Matt. xxvi. 32. (5) Mark xiv. 28. (e) John 
X. 1 
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be plainly and repeatedly foretold, ſhould be ſo dull of Under- 
ſtanding, ſuch Mopes and Simpl, tons as to know nothing of 
the Matter? Does this look as if (a a) the keeneſt Enemies of 
Jeſus were fully apprized of it, and that 'ttvas a Thing publickly 
known ts all lervfalem? But this is excufable in any Gentle- 
man who ar the Scriptures to believe them, as other good 
Chriſtians do, not to examine them like the Deiſts and Infidels. 
To then indeed it muſt appear an irreconcilcable Abſurdity, 
that Jeſus ſhould fo exprefly foretel his Returrection to his Diſci- 
ples, and fay nothing plainly of it to the Scribes and Phariſees, 
yet that theſe ſhould be ſo alarm'd with the Words of a Man 
they did not believe, as to watch for it, and the Diſciples not 
underſtand, nor expect it. If the Prophecies were utter'd as 
has been ſhewn, what would any Man imagine could be the 
Conſequence, but that the Prieſts and Phariſees ſhould be ig- 
norant of the Meaning of the enigmatical Prediction, and not 
give themſelves the leaſt Concern about it; and that the Diſci- 
ples ſhould be in full Expectation of it? Alas! nothing leſs 
happened, according to the Hiſtory, but the very reverſe en- 
ſued. None expected to be attack'd by a real or feign'd Re- 
ſurrection more than the Prieſts or Phariſees ; but gone leſs ex- 
pected and believed it than the Diſciples, Thoſe ſent out their 
Scouts to prevent 2 Surprize; theſe were ſurpriz'd with the 
News of a Reſurrection they had no Expectation of. The 
Prieſts and Phariſces guarded him when dead, tho' they never 
regarded him when living, but to put him to Death; which 

tis ſurprizing they ſhould 405 if they believed he wrought Mi- 
racles, and that he would rife again, "Theſe Predictions are 
not evidenc'd by ſuitable Conſequences, they produced no na- 
tural Effects; and @ Tree is known by its Fr:it, But that the 
Prieſts and Phariſces ſet no Watch, and that even the Diſci- 
ples themſelves were not forewarn'd of their Maſter's riſing a- 
gain, will more fully appear by the Facts which the Evange- 
liſts themſelves relate. 

When Foſeph of Arimath-a took the Body of Jeſus from the 
Croſs to interr it, which ail the four Writers agree to, Fob 
adds, (b) That there came alſo Nicodemus, and brought a Mia- 
ture of Myrrh and Alces, abcut an Hundred Found I erght ; then 
took they the Body of Feſus, and wound it in Linnen Clothes with 
the Spices, as the Manner of the Jews is to bury, and laid him 
in the Sepulchre. 

Suppoſe now the Prieſts and Phariſees went the next Day to 
ſet the Watch, as Matthew reports, did they not look into the 

Se- 


(a) Pag. 30. 37. % John xix. 39, 49. 
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Sepulchre to ſee if the Body was there? The Gentleman 
ſays, (6) Without doubt when the Jews ſealed the Stone, they 
took care to ſee that the Body was there; otherwiſe their Precau- 
tiad was uſeleſs. And if they ſaw the Body, they muſt needs 
ſee how it was ſpiced, pickled, or preſerved for keeping, if it 
was done; they could not fee one without the other. And 
would they not then, being Witneſſes of that, have taken the 
Soldiers back again with them, reſting contented that the Di- 
ſciples knew nothing of any Prophecy of his riſing again, and 
therefore could have no Deſign, under that Pretence,- to ſteal 
away the Body, and report he was riſen ? Or would they ex- 
poſe themſelves to Ridicule by ſetting a Watch, and ſealing the 
Sepulchre ? If this Story of John's be true, I think this muſt 
have been the Conſequence. 
But to ſhew what Dependance there is on the Truth of Goſ- 
pel-Hiſtory, Matthew ſays, (a) when the Body was buried, 
Mary Magdalene and the other Mary fat over againſt the Sepul- 
chre. Mark tells us, (b) That Mary Magdalene, and Mary 
the Mother of Jeſu beheld where he was laid. Luke agrees with 
them, and informs us, (c) That the Women alſo which came 
with him from Galilee follow'd after, and beheld the Sepulchre, 
and how the Body was laid. Therefore they knew to be ſure 
that Nicodemus had laid it in Spices. Yet Luke ſays, (4) That 
theſe very Women, return'd from the Sepulchre, and prepared 
Spices and Ointments, and refted the Sabbath Day. And h, 
(e) That they had bought feweet Spices, that they might come and 
anoint him, and came very early in the Morning when the 
Sabbath was paſt to do it. Luke alſo ſays, (/) That on the 
firſt Day of the Week very early in the Morning they came unto the 
Sepulchre, bringing the Spices they had prepared, which they 
bought as ſoon as he was laid in the Sepulchre. I cannot re- 
concile this with John's Account, for if the Body was laid in the 
Sepulchre with an Hundred Pound Weight of Spices, what need 
had it of more, or to be done again? But tho? theſe Relations 
contradict one another, it ſhews the Diſciples knew nothing of 
the Prophecy of his riſing again. They who put that in, 
ſhould have ſtruck this out, as it is in Mathew, where, what 
the Women went to the Sepulchre for, is concealed. If the 
Diſciples knew not that he muſt riſe again from the Dead, as 
theſe Facts as they are related ſhew, and as John confeſſes, 
how ſhould the Prieſts and Phariſces know and expect it, if 
theſe Women did not, who were his moſt intimate Acquain- 
tance, 
(5P.37. (a) Mat. xxvii.61. (6) Mark xv. 47. (c) Luke xxili. 55. 
(4 Luke xxiii. „6. (e) Mark xvi. 1. Luke xxiv. 1. 
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tance, Jeſus's own Mother, ary Magdalene, and the be- 
loved Diſciple ? Beſides, this ſhews there was no Watch, for 
they appear under no Apprehenſion of any Hindrance or Mo- 
leſtation. They conſulted together as they went (a) who ſhall 
roll us away the Stone from the Door of the Sepulchre? Which 
they would not have faid, if they had known it was ſealed ; 
nor would they have gone to anoint the Body, if they had 
known there had been a Watch ſet. And if theſe things had 
been done, how is it poſſible but they muſt have known it? 
So public an Action, done about him, on whom all their 
Thoughts and Affections were at that Lime employ'd, could 
not be private to them. Beſides, nothing could be hid from 
the Diſciples, for they knew (5 what the Chief Prieſts and 
Rulers faid in their Privy-Council ! They had free Egreſs and 
Regreſs; the Women went and came without fear of being 
taken up by the Watch, and at the Dawn of the Day, 
Therefore it they went to anoint the Body, there was no Ex- 
pectation of a Reſurrection, conſequently no Prediction of one, 
nor Watch, nor Seal ſet to prevent a fraudulent one, when 
none at all was expected. 
But why do theſe Evangeliſts tell different Stories? Matthew, 
one Story about guarding and ſealing the Sepulchre; Mark and 
Luke another, which ſhews it was neither guarded nor ſealed ; 
ohn to the ſame purpoſe, but different from both? Who can 
know the Truth from theſe diſagreeing Hiſtorians ? Why did 
not they that followed Matthew, make his Story good ? Why 
not ſo much as mention a Word of it, but fly trom that, and 
tell another which contradicted it? Who can avoid thinking 
that Matthew's had been detected, therefore Hart and Luke tell 
another; and that theirs having been alſò confuted, John comes 


and tells a Story different from all the reſt? If they had not 


been routed out gf their Intrenchments, why did they quit 
them, and throw up others ? 

Becauſe tis abſurd, and allowed to be fo, [c] That the Few 
Rulers, not believing in Jeſus, ſhould regard his Prediction if 
they heard it; Mr. VJ. ſuppoſes the Caſe of Lazarus induc'd 
them to it. But why ſhould they fear the Diſciples when their 
Maſter was dead, who with him, when living, notwithſtand- 
ing all their miraculous Power, were afraid of them; and ab- 
ſcended [4] upon hearing that the railing of Lazarus had made 
the Rulers conſult to put Jeſus to Death? So wonderful was 
the Effect of ſuch a n Work ! John ſays, 6115 

his 


(a) Mark xvi. z. (6b) Match. xxviii. 12. (c) Pag. 33, 37. 
(4) John xi. 53, 54. Xii. 36. | 
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This was done as ſoon as he came from Galilee ; but Matthew 
[xxi.] Mark [xi.] and Luke [ xix. 28, &c.] ſay, That then 
he made his Publick Entrance into Jeruſalem, and taught in 
public to the laſt. They ſay nothing of Lazarus, and leave us 
no room to believe it. 

The Gentleman's Arguments, when applied in favour of 
Unbelie vers againſt the Rulers watching and ſealing the Sepul- 
chre, are ſuch, as I ſhould be glad to ſee how any Man can an- 
ſwer. 

The Chief Prieſts and Scribes believed Jeſus to be a De- 
ceiver, if we take their Opinion from their own Words, vz. 
We remember this Decerver ſaid ; and what they ſay afterwards, 
ſhews it. Left his Diſciples come by Night, and ſical him away. 
There is no Reaſon then to ſuppoſe they were afraid of a true 
Reſurrection; or that they were convinc'd by any Miracles ſaid 
to be done by him. Therefore we may ſuppoſe that [a] they 
being perſuaded he perform'd no Wonders in bis Life, were not a- 


fraid of ſerrng any done by him after his Death. Therefore that 


[5] they ſhould kill him, that his Death might put an End to all 
Pretenſions; yet think him not ſafe when he was dead, is, I muſt 
own, a needleſs and prepoſterous Fear, and a moſt ſingular Caſe, 
as the Gentleman rightly expreſſes it. What Reaſon is there 
then to believe, they ſealed and watched the Sepulchre ? Surely, 
none. ly ſhould they fear? tis faid / the la Error be 
worſe thau the fir? ; but when neither firſt or laſt are ſpecified 
or known, both can only be conjectur'd. Whom ſhould they 
fear? The Diſciples ? Let the Gendethan himfelf ſpeak, [c] 
Con ſider nnw their Caſe ; their Maſter was dead, and they are to 
contrive to fleal away his Body: For what © Did they expect to 
make a King of the dead Body, if they could get it in their Power ? 
Or did they think, if they had it, they could raiſe it to Life again? 
Or if they truſted jo far to their Maſter's Prediction as to expett 
his Reſurrettion, (which I think tis evident they did not) could 
they think the Reſurrettion depended on their having the dead Bo- 
dy? It is in all Views abſurd. And are not theſe Reaſons as 
from againſt the Prieſts and Phariſees ſetting a Watch to pre- 
vent the Diſciples ſtealing the Body; as it is, that the Diſci- 
ples ſhould attempt it? Could they not know or think theſe 
things as well as the Diſciplęes? Why then ſhould they give 
themſelves that Trouble, and take theſe unneceffacy Precauti- 
ons? Here the Abſurdity of guarding againſt a fraudulent Re- 
ſurrection is well ſhewn. But the Gentleman ſays, they were 
afraid of a true one. (4) That is not warranted in the Text: 

But 


(a) Pag. 38. (6) Pag. 39. (c) Pag. 43, 44. (4) Pag. 38. 
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But they concealed their Fears. Well, then, fuppaſe, for 
nt ſake, they fear'd a real Reſurrection: Did they for 
that Reaſon ſeal the Stone, and ſet a Watch to prevent it ? 
Prepoſterous Contrivance ! Could they not think, as the Gen- 
tleman expreſſes it, (a) II hat are Guards and Centinels againſt 
the Power of Gd Or could the Seal put God under Covenant ! 
Or could it preſcribe to him a Method of performing this great 
Work ! Or were the Guards placed to maintain the Seals in ap- 
8 to the Power of God Therefore, that the Prieſts and 
hariſees ſhould guard againſt a Reſurrection, fraudulent or 
real, is in all Views abſurd. 

If the Gentleman ſays right, that Jeſus never attempted to 
be the temporal King of the Jews, but explained away all ſuch 
Notions of a Meſhah, the Rulers had the leſs Reaſon to fear 
his real or feigned Reſurrection: For ſure there was little need 
for them or the Prieſts to fear the Diſciples making him a ſpiri- 
tual King, and to guard againſt it. 

But now to try the Evidence itſelf, as it is found in Mat- 
thew, concerning the Occaſion of watching the Sepulchre ; 
the Words are, (b) Now the next Day that fellowed the Day of 
the Preparation, the chief Prieſts and Phariſces came together un- 
to Pilate, ſaying, Sir, Me remember that that Deceiver ſaid, 
while he was yet alive, after three Days 1 will riſe again. Com- 
mand therefore that the Sepulchre be made ſure, until the third 
Day, left his Diſciples come by Night, and ſteal him away, and 
fay unto the People he is riſen from the Dead; ſo the laſt Errar 
Hall be worſe than the firſt. Pilate ſaid unto them, Ie have a 
Watch, go your May, make it as ſure as you can. So they went 
- _ the Sepulchre ſure, ſealing the Stone aud ſetting a 

atch. . 

I think I have ſhewn plainly, 1/, That the chief Prieſts 
and Phariſees had no Reaſon to be under ſuch Conſternation, 
and therefore there is no Ground to believe they were. That 
it was ſo little to the Purpoſe to guard againſt either a real or 
fraudulent Reſurrection, that they could not poſſibly be guilty 
of ſo weak a Conduct. 

2dly, That WI REMEMBER that Deceiver ſaid, ſignifies, 
the Wards were ſpoke in their hearing, but no Account of 
ſuch public Prediction is to be found in all the Evangeliſts. 
That Jahn not only gives no Account of any ſuch Prophecy, 
but flatly ſays, the Diſciples did not know he was to riſe again 
from the Dead, to whom os A ſay that Jeſus told it * 

2 Ys 


(a) Page 44, 45- (6) Mat, xxvii. 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
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ly, and often. Therefore, it may be reaſonably concluded, 
that the Prieſts and Phariſees were Strangers to ſuch a Prophe- 
cy, and could not expect a Reſurrection; and conſequently 
could not guard againſt what they knew nothing of; and Rea- 
ſons have bcen given to ſhew, that had they heard it, they 
wou'd not have thought it worth their Natice ; becauſe, in 
their Opinions, he paſſed for a Deceiver, and they were not 
convinc'd that he wrought any Miracles; therefore they 
_ be regardleſs of ſuch a Prediction, if any ſuch had 

en 

3dly, There are two Abſurditics in the forcgoing Reha- 
tion. 


1/7, They tell Pilate that Jeſus ſaid, after threeDays he would 


riſe again; yet they deſire the Sep: alchre may be made ſure but 


till the third Day. They ſhould have deſir'd Leave to watch 
it till the fourth Day, or il the third was paſt; or, by their 
own Confeſſion, they might watch in vain ; for the Diſciples 
might have ſtolen him away afterwards, and been in time, un- 
leſs till the third Day, within and after three Days ſignify all 
one and the ſame thing. "Theſe Words applied to other things 
have adifferent Meaning, but if in this they have not, Divini- 
ty-Arithmetic and. Vulgar, are very difterent things. 

2dly, This is the Cauſe for watching the dead Body, leſt 
the Diſciples ſteal him away by Night, and ſay unto the Preple 
he is riſen again from the Dead. What if they did, if they had 
do Proof for that Aſſertion: If the People could never ſee him 
afterwards, would they be ſuch credulous Fools to believe 
them? For ſuch they muſt be to believe ſuch a Miracle on 
bare Report ; when the Event of the Miracle could prove it- 
ſelf. It looks as if the Scribes and Phrriſees believed at leaſt 
that the Diſciples had been uſed to deceive the Peaple by their 
reporting falſe Miracles, and that the People had been carried 
away by ſuch falſe Reports. Why elſe ſhould they be afraid 
they ſhould be fo now? But why all this Fear of the Diſciples, 
whom the Gentleman ſays (a) fled and hid themſelves for fear 
of the Jews, out of a juft Apprehenſion, that they ſhould, if ap- 
prehended, be ſacrificed with their Maſter ? 

It is obſervable, that tho” this Story of the ſealing and guard- 
ing the Sepulchre is of great Conſequence, being written to 
prove that the Diſciples did not ſteal the Body away F by Night; 
and tho* *twas a public Action, 'tis received only on the Report 
of a ſingle Teſtimony. Butit ſeems to be rather an Interpola- 
tion. It looks like a Story independent of the main Hiſtory. 

Thoſe 
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Thoſe that wrote after, ſhould not have been ſilent about it, 
but given a more particular Account of it, with ſome corro- 
borating Circumſtances, for Confirmation ſake, to confound 
Infidels and comfort Believers. For, if this was publickly 
done, as pretended, it muſt have been publickly known, and 
could not eſcape their Notice, or been unworthy their Regard. 


Therefore, whether there was Fraud or not in the Fact, there 


is great Probability of Forgery in the Relation of it; for it 
was not only in the Power of the Hiſtorians, whoever they 
were, to write what they pleaſed of Jeſus ſo long after his 
Death as the Goſpels were written ; but it has been, in all 
Probability, in the Power of the Poſſeſſors, to corrupt what 
was before written. How conſiſtent this Story of the Watch 
is with the Facts related by the other Evangeliſts, has be 
ſhewn ; and how reaſonable it is to be credited, the Eve 
will ſhew. To conſider rightly of it, *tis neceſſary to take it 
in the Words of the Text. Matthew ſays, (a) That in the 
End of the Sabbath, as it began to dawn, came two Women to 
the Sepulchre, and they finding not the Body returned ſurpriz- 
ed. Now as they were going back, came ſome of the Watch into 
the City, and ſhewed unto the Chief * all the things that 
were done, viz. That an angel of the Lord had deſcended from 
Heaven, and came and rolled back the Stone from the Door, and 
fat upon it; That his Countenance was like lightning, and his 
Rayment white as Snow, and that for = of him the Keepers did 
tremble, and became as dead Men. ell, what did the Chief 
Prieſts and Phariſees then? This; J/hen they had aſſembled 
with the Elders, and had taken Counſel, they gave large Money 


to the Soldiers, ſaying, Say ye his Diſciples came by Night, and 


ole him away while we flept ; and if this come to the Governor's 
Ears, we will perſuade him, and ſecure you. Sa they took the 
Money, and did as they were taught. And this Saying is com- 
monly reported among the Jews to this Day. | 
If the Few-Rulers placed a Watch at the Sepulchre and ſeal- 
ed it, having heard that he ſaid he would riſe again, it was, 
no doubt, to ſatisfy themſelves, by the Report of the Watch, 
of what happened ; therefore, their Report muſt needs fatisfy 
them, and the Hiſtory ſuppoſes it did ; becauſe they hired the 
Watchmen to conceal it, and report what they would have 
believed, rather than what they themſelves did believe ; and 
promis'd to ſecure them for ſo doing. Thus the Story gocs. 
Could the Zew-Rulers ſo eaſily believe, and ſo eaſily and foo- 
liſhly think to conceal it, by hiring the Watchmen to report 
Lie ? 
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Lie? And nobetter than what they were placed there to pre- 


vent; and confeſs too that they ſlept inſtead of watching, which 


was owning their Guilt and Negligence ? If it was not true, 
could they not have invented a clevererLie? Why did they not 
rather report, that a Banditti of the Diſciples came in the Night, 
fome with Clubs and Swords, others in white Sheets, with 
dark Lanthorns, Sc. and drove and frightened away the 


Watch, being ſew in Number, in order, as they ſuppoſed, to 


earry off the Body; for they could not be many, becauſe it is 
ſuppoſed at leaſt, they might be all aſleep, and all be bribed iu 


oppoſition to Conſcience and common Senſe, to conceal the 


Truth, and in room thereof to report a Falſity, and a ſtupid 
Lie, contrary to their Office and Duty as Soldiers, as well as 


Knowledge. But if the Soldiers were many, the Priefts and 


Rulers had the more Reaſon to believe them, and then the leſs 
Reaſon to act as they are ſaid to do. For if the Soldiers ſaw 
and told the Miracles which have been mentioned, which had 
for the Time ſo great an Effect upon them, that, as brave Ro- 
man Soldiers as they were, they became as dead Men; how could 
they take Bribes to lie, and lie in ſo impudent a Manner ? 
They who ſaw this dreadful Sight in the Night, or at the Ap- 
proach of Day, muſt have acted like Men, muſt have had 
ſome Timidity to report ſo bold a Lie to the World; ſome 
Remorſe of Conſcience, ſurely! Gentlemen of the red Cloth 
have ſome Honour and Truth in them as well as the Gentle- 
men in black or white : But here it ſeems, both agreed toge- 
ther to damn their Conſcience and all Convictions of Senſe, 
For what ? Why, to prevent that from being known, which, 
if true, they had all the Reaſon in the World to believe could 


not be kept ſecret. And that they would yu Means ren- 


der themſelves the Objects of meritorious Vengeance. Tis 
ftrange, unaccountably ſtrange ! that thoſe Soldiers, who 
were juſt now almoſt ſtruck dead with Terror, ſhould loſe the 
Impreſſions fo eaſily, and ſo ſoon, which it had made upon 
them, which but juſt before ſcarce left them Power to fly from 
the deadly Fright that an Earthquake and an Angel had put 
them in! That the Shock it made in their Minds and Mem- 
bers, not leſs than the Earthquake had made on the Ground, 
ſhould diſappear with Day- light! That for Money they ſhould 
all agree together to deny it, and affirm a Lie, when by fo 
doing they might expect ſome heavy Judgment to fall upon 
them; but by affirming the Truth boldly, conceive reaſonable 
Hopes of being Captains in the Meſſiah's victorious Army 
which was to conquer all Nations. For cvery one of the A- 

poſtlos 


( 39-] 


poſtles 


King. 

What Conſcience, indeed, the Prieſts have, the Prieſts beſt 
know. Sure it is a Slur upon the ſacred Function, to aſſert 
that any of thoſe who call themſelves the Servants. of God, 
and think themſelves peculiarly fo, ſhould ſet God at defrance. 
The Few Prieſts and Rulers, bad as they were, were Men, 
and bad Men have the fame Paſſions, and are as ſubject to their 
Government as good Men, if not much more; and Miracles 
certainly work more upon the Paſſions than the Reaſon of 
Men; for they wind up the one, but confound the other; 
therefore Miracles muſt have made at leaſt the ſame Impreffian 
on them as on other Men. They were as willing to have a 
Meſſiah and Deliverer as their Countrymen, tho” thro” Igno- 
rance (5) they did not think Jeſus was that Perſon, nor care 
to run the Hazard of their Lives in eſpouſing his Cauſe, but 
choſe rather to give him .up to Death, than that the Romans 
ſhould under that Pretence, deprive them of their Religion, 
and the Remains of Power and Liberty which they were poſ- 
ſeſſed of. I fay, tho” they did all this, yet the Prieſts, as well 
as the People, were credulous of Miracles, being nurs'd up 
in the Belief of them, which when atteſted by their own 
Party, Perſons to be ſure whoſe Veracity they could depend 
upon, as in this Cafe, (not the flying Reports of a giddy 
Mob) muſt have prevented them from doing what tis here 
pretended they did. If Miracles can be ſuppoſed to have no 
Effet on human Minds, why are they wrought ! Such Re- 
ports are not to be credited. When Effects do not corre- 
fpond as Conſequences of the pretended Cauſe, that Cauſe is to 
be queſtion'd? Such Miracles deſtroy themſelves. Miracles 
wrought in vain, reflect upon the Wiſdom of the Operator ; 
*tis exerting an extraordinary Power to no Purpoſe, and there- 
fore ſhews a Want of Foreſight. To fuppoſe thoſe Miracles 
that were told the Prieſts and Phariſees, had no Effet on 
them, tho” they believed them, is contrary to the common 
Senſe and Paſſions which are the Springs of Action in Man- 
kind. If they believed him riſen from the Dead to be their 
King, and he could not be the Meſſiah they expected, and be- 
lieving their Prophets they ought to expect, without being ſo; 
it ſeems more probable, inſtead of hiring Soldiers to conceal 
it by a mean and pitiful Lie, they would have liſted Soldiers in 
his Service, and ſet up his Banner at the Temple Gates, or at 
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expected, believing their Maſter, or what's reported 
of him, (a) to be made a Judge when he fhould be made a 
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leaſt would have ſilently and cautiouſly waited the Event, leſt 
they ſhould be found guilty of fighting againſt God. For they 
muſt needs know that a Work fo miraculous muſt be of God, 
and that being of God, they could not overthrow it. What 
Reaſon have we then to believe that they hired the Soldiers to 
report a Lie, and that the Soldiers reported it? 

Concerning the ſealing of the Stone, (if ſealed) it might be 
done either that the Rulers ſhould certainly know whether thay 
ſhould after three Days find him there or not, when they 0- 
pen'd it. If there, whether alive, or dead? If the Body was 
gone, and the Seals broken, the Watch was placed to obſerve 
and inform them, whether it was done by Jeſus from within, 
or by the Diſciples from without. If, upon examining, they 
found the Scals untouch'd and the Body gone, they would then 
have Reaſon to believe that Jeſus was riſen; for if, as 'tis re- 
ported, he could appear and diſappear, as tis believed Ghoſts 
can, yet (which is ſomething more) was capable of being ex- 
amin'd by tangible Proof: I ſay, if his real Body could do 
this after his Reſurrection, there was no Occaſion for the 
Help of an Angel for opening the Tomb, or unſcaling the 
Stone. If Jeſus had thus come out of the Sepulchre, the Ru- 
lers, when they went to diſcharge the Watch, might have ſeen 
and believed his Reſurrection, tho? he had never look'd them 
in the Face. It ſeems not improbable, from the Stories of 
Chriſt's Appearance, that ſuch a Notion of Bodies raiſed a- 
gain, being capable of going thro' Stones, Walls, and Doors, 
without injuring the paſſing or paſſive Body, was then current 
among the Jews. For tho' this be impoſſible to Nature, yet 
tis an Article of Goſpel Faith, That with Gd all things are 
poſſible ; therefore ſome believe that Abſurdities and Contra- 
dictions are poſſible to the Power of God; he can raiſe up 
Children from the Loins of Abraham out of the Stones of the 
Streets | | 

Was ever ſuch an impolitic Angel to frighten away the 
Watch before Jeſus came out of the Sepulchre, ſo that the 
Watch could be no Witneſſes of his Reſurrection, who would 
have been the moſt proper Perſons; a Reſurrection in the 
dark, ſeen by neither Friends, Foes, nor indifferent Specta- 
tors : For the Watch went away beſore, and the Women 
came after all was over. 

To ſum the Matter up, here are ſeveral Parts aQted ama- 
zingly entertaining, and worthy of Remark. 

1/t, That the Body of Jeſus ſhould be laid in the Grave 
with Spices as the Manner of the 7ews is to bury thoſe — 
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which 22 do not expect to riſe again, yet that the Fer Ru- 
lers who ſaw this ſhould order the Grave to be watch'd leſt 
the Body ſhould riſe again, or left the Diſciples of Jeſus ſhould 
frighten them, by telling the People he was riſen ! or that they 
ſhould be terrified by a Prophecy which they had never 
heard. 

zd, That the Diſciples of Jeſus ſhould hear him, five 
Times, tell them plainly, he would riſe again from the Dead 
the Third Day, or after the 'ThirdDay ; yet never underſtand, 
remember nor know, belicve nor expect it ! That the Women 
ſhould not know that the Body of Jeſus was laid in the Sepul- 
chre with Spices, tho” they were at the Burial ! And that they 
went two Days after, to do that which they ſaw had been done 
before | 

34, That the Guard at the Sepulchre ſhould be terrified al- 
moſt to Death, with aſtoniſhing Wonders, and the High 
Priefts and Rulers believe them, yet theſe things ſhould have 
no more Effect upon them than if they had not believ'd them, 
or as if nothing wonderful had happened to be ſeen, felt, re- 
ported, or believed ! 

34, That Matthew (a) fhould be admitted as an Evidence in 
a Court, to prove a Fatt where he was abſent. That he ſhould 
know what the Watch felt, and faw, before thoſe that went 
to the Sepulchre ſaw the Watch; and what the Rulers did in 
their privy Council] For if they brib'd the Soldiers to ſpread 
a falſe Report, and they ſpread it; no doubt, they brib'd them 
to keep Counſel too, and they kept it. 

If the Prophecy of Jeſus concerning his own Reſurrection 
was a Thing publickly known to all Zeruſalem, how came it 
that the Diſciples did not know it? That they did not know 
it, is plain; for all the Evangeliſts ſhew, that a Reſurrection 
was what they did not expect: If they did not expect it, how 
does it appear they knew it? If they did not know it, how 
ſhould any body elſe know it? And if ſuch Prophecy was not 
known, how ſhould the Sepulchre be ſcal'd and watch'd ? 
"Tis ſtrange, that it ſhould be ſeveral Times plainly foretold 
to the Diſciples alone, yet the Expectation of it ſurprized 0- 
thers that never heard it; but they that had, were in no Ex- 
pectation of it? 

I now proceed clearly to repreſent the true State of the 
Caſe, by ſhewing what Proofs the Evidence produces, or how 
thoſe that are called Witneſſes _ in their Evidence — 


(a) Page 42. 


(34) 


I preſume, will afford Satisfaction to all that are careful to ex- 
amine that Affair. Which falls under 

The third Period of Time (a) where the Evidence the E- 
vangeliſis gave the World for this Fact is the main Conſideration. 
As for what Proofs the Apoſtles give beſides, if theſe will not 
hold good, *twill be in vain to plead theirs. If one Miracle 
requires to be ſupported by another, there is always a Reaſon 
for Miracles; and if the Credit depends on this Support, when 
ſuch Support falls, the Credit muſt fall with it. 

The four Evangeliſts are called Witneſſes of the Reſurrec- 
tion, and the others are eſteemed of equal Credit; their Te- 
ſtimony of his Appearances after he is ſaid to be riſen. is to be 
conlider'd and compar d; whereby the Truth of the Fact will 
appear, as their Teſtimonies of it agree. | 

Ideas, when compounded, are generally perplex*d. I will 
therefore diſtinguiſh the Accounts of theſe Hiſtorians into ſepa- 
rate Articles. 

As they mention in general but three Appearances of Jeſus, 
1 * conſider of them particularly in Order, afterwards of 
all the reſt. 


The Appearances of Jeſus aſter his reported Reſurrection, 
are, 
1/t, To Mary Magdalene, mention'd by three Evangeliſts. 
2aly, To Simon and Cleopas, mention'd by Mark and Luke. 
34y, To the eleven Apoſtles, mention'd by all four. 
2 1605 The other Appearances, mention'd by John and 
aul. ; 
5thly, I ſhall examine concerning Jeſus's Aſcenſion. 
| Of the firjt Appearance of Feſus. 
1. The Perfons. 
Matthew ſays (v. 1 C ,) Jus appeared to Mary Mag- 
dalene and the other Mary. 
Mark (v. 9,) and Jahn (v. 10 C 14,) mention Mary 


Magdalene only. 
2. The Place and Time. 

Matthew ſays (v. 9,) after the two Marys had been at the 
Sepulchre, and were returning to tell the Diſciples the News, 
Jeſus met them by the Way. 

John fays, (v. 2, 10, 11,) after Mary Magdalene had been 
at the Sepulchre, and had ran and told the Diſciples what was 
the News there, and came again to the Sepulchre, ſhe then 
ſaw Jeſus and the Angels there. 


3. The 
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3. The Manner. 
Mattthew ſays (v. 9.) the Marys held Jeſus by the Feet. 
John ſays, (v. 17,) Jeſus forbad Mary to touch him. 

4. The Meſſage. 

Matthew ſays, (v. 10.) that Jeſus bad the Marys tell the 
Diſciples he was going to Galilee. 

John ſays (v. 17.) that Jeſus bade Mary tell the Diſ- 
ciples he was going to his Father. 

So that theſe Witneſſes do not agree whether Jeſus appear'd 
to one Woman only, or to two. Whether it was in their 
Way, as they were going to tell the Diſciples ; or at the Se- 
pulchre after the Diſciples had been told what had been there 
difcovered. Whether Jeſus was held by the Feet, or whether 
he would not ſuffer himſelf to be touch'd. Whether he ſent 
Word to his Diſciples, that he was going to Galilee, or going 
to Heaven. 

Matthew, Mark and John, only agree, that Mary Magda- 
lene (aid ſhe ſaw Jeſus ; but agree in no other Circumſtance. 
Nor do any of · theſe Witneſſes infinuate two Appearances of Je- 
ſus to Mary Magdalene. There is therefore no Authority to 
make them two; yet, to avoid theſe Diſagreements, Neceſſity 
may drive ſome to endeavour it, as the Gentleman does, 
[p- 66, ] which, if they do, and thereby, if it be poffible, re- 
concile theſe Abſurdities which prove the Story wrong, it will 
not prove theirs right, if they recede from the Text. 

Luke, who gives a particular Account of the Women, and 
what paſſed between them and the Angels, ſays, [v. 23.} that 
his Body they found not ; but if they had feen him alive or 
dead, they muſt have found or feen his Body ; therefore, ac- 
cording to Lute, they ſaw him not. What confirms this to be 
Luke's Meaning They found not his Body dead nor alive is plain 
by what follows, 

Concerning Peter and John. 

Whoſe going to the Sepulchre is related by Luke and John. 
Luke ſays, [v. 12.] that Peter, and peradventure John, went 
to the Sepulchre, but Him, that is, Jefus, they ſaw not. And 
by what John himſelf relates, [v. 24,] they neither ſaw Jefus 
nor Angels. By Luke it appears, that the Men were at the Se- 
pulchre after the Angels were gone: But by John, that they 
were there before the Angels came. If it ſhould be affirm'd 
that Luke means by Verſe 24, that the Men ſaw the Angels, 
there is nothing in John can bear that — therefore ei- 
ther the Men did not ſee the Angels, or the Witneſſes do not 


agree in their Evidence about it. As the Angels Meſſage in 
F 2 Mark 
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Mark (v. 7.) particularly and expreſly ment ioned Peter, would 
they not have deliver'd that Meſſage to him perſonally, if they 
had been there when he came? If it be ſaid, that the Angel 
had delivered his Meſſage already to thoſe that he knew would 
as infallibly deliver it as the Angel could do himſelf, therefore 
there was no Occaſion for him to ſtay to repeat it over again; 
his Buſineſs was to wait upon Chriſt. To this it may be an- 
ſwer'd, Does not Matthew tell of Chriſt's delivering that Meſ- 
ſage over again to the Women, which the Angel had delivered 
before; aud does he then ſay, that Chriſt was attended by any 
Angel ? Do not Mark and Luke tell of the Angels being at the 
Sepulchre when Jeſus was not there ? 

If Jeſus, and the Angel, or Angels, were at the Sepulchre 
as well after as before the Men were there, why then did they 
withdraw themſelves upon the coming of Peter and John, who 
ran where Jeſus muſt needs firſt be, as ſoon as they heard that 
either his Body was not found, or that he was riſen again ? 
Why did the Angels tell the Women to tell the Diſciples, to 
meet Jeſus in Galilee, and not tell Peter and John themſelves, 
if they were at the Sepulchre before the Angels went away ? 

But there is as little Harmony among the Witneſſes about 
the Angels at the Sepulchre, as there is among them about the 
Appearances of Jeſus ; for Mattheto mentions only one Angel, 
(v. 2, 3, 4, 5+) 

Mark calls him a young Man, [v. 5. ] 

Luke ſays, two , [v..4.] but the Women call'd them 
Angels, (v. 23.) 

John calls them two Angels, (v. 12.) 

This Appearance of Jeſus to Mary Magdalene deliver d in 
our Goſpels, the Diſciples themſelves did not believe, (Mart, 
V. 11,) nor indeed that they ſaw Angels (Luke, v. 11,) and 
confeſs that Mary herſelf did not know whether it was Jeſus or 
no. ( John v. 14.) 

The Author of the Tryal ſays, (page 66, 67,) that the 
Words Touch me not do not infer that Chrift's Body was not 
ſuch an one as would bear the ouch; and altering the Senſe 
of the Words, for I am not yet aſcended to my Father, ſays, that 
it ſignifies, I go not yet to my Father, altho' he grants there is a 
Difficulty in theſe IVords, and it may be hard to give the true Senſe 
of them; but that there is no Difficulty in ſeeing that they have no 
relation to the Nature of Chriſt's Body, for of his Body nothing is 
ſaid. It the Words touch ME not, did not ſignify, touch not 
my B:dy, what did they ſignify ? For the Word me, muſt mean 
his Perſon ; if his Body had now no relation to his Perſon, it 
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was a Spirit. I have no need to give any forc*d Conſtructions 
to Scripture to make Differences appear, as others have to re- 
concile them. Whether Jeſus could not, or would not be 
touch'd, I'll not pretend to ſay; one it muſt be: If he could 
not, it was no real Body ; if he would not be touch'd, he would 
not permit her to have a Proof that it was. 


Of the ſecond Appearance of Jeſus. 


This is ſaid to be to two Diſciples going to Emmaus : ( Luke 


v.18, & 34.) The Story goes, that Jeſus met them upon the 
Road, walk'd, and talk'd with them a long Time; and as 
ſoon as they apprehended they knew him, he vaniſhed. Their 
Names were Cleopas and Simon, who, I ſuppoſe, was Simon 


Peter; becauſe Paul ſays he „ firſt to Cephas, then to 


the Twelve, beſides to another Simon of leſs Note; the Goſpel- 
Writers always added ſome Mark of Diſtinction, as Simon the 
Canaanite. Now, that Simon Peter, who ſeems to be one of 
the two, who knew him perfectly well before his Death, ſhould 
not know him as well afterwards, is ſtrange. Tis very im- 
probable, that he, who muſt needs have known his Perſon and 
Voice, having been fo conſtantly converſant with him, and who 
had three Days ago eat, drank, and prayed with him, and fought 
for him, ſhould now walk with him a conſiderable Way, and 
hear him diſcourſe a conſiderable Time, and not know him ; 
that Jeſus ſhould thus appear to two Diſciples, and not be 
known, is all one as to appear and not appear at the ſame time. 
Object. But he appeared to them in another Form, ( Mark, v. 
12. 
* Whatever Form that was, if it was his real Perſon 
that appear d, the Form of that Perſon was the ſame; and 
Cloaths could not fo far diſguiſe him to one that was ſo intimate- 
ly acquainted with him. If his Countenance was alter'd, tis 
very ſtrange, that the Power which rais'd him from the Dead 
that he might be known, ſhould alter the Form of his Face or 
Perſon that he might not be known: Or that the Power which 


rais'd him again to Life, ſhould not reſtore his Complexion, 


that thoſe might know him to whom he appeared to be known. 
If Jeſus was reſtored to Life, but they not to the Knowledge of 
him, he was rais'd again to no Purpoſe. 

Object. But their Eyes were holden that they ſhould not know 
him, [ Luke, v. 16.] 


Anſ. Then ſome myſterious Power had ſpoil'd their Eye- 


ſight, and he came to make himſelf known to them in ſuch a 


Manner, that they ſhould not know him. One imagines, 
the 
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the Cauſe that theſe two Diſciples knew him not, was in the 
Object; he appear d to them in another Form than he uſed to 
have : Another conceives it was in their Eyes, and done on 
purpoſe: Their Eyes were holden, that they ſhould not 
know him. | 

Object. But they knew him afterwards. | 

_ How can we be ſure they did not miſtake at laſt, 

and thought it was Jeſus, when it was not ? What Proof had 
they, or do they give us of it ? When they thought it was 
Chrift, he diſappear d. Is it proper to call theſe Eye-Witneſ- 
fes, (p. 68.) that could not fee clearly by Day-Light ? 
did not Jeſus ſtay long enough to make them ſufficiently ſen- 
ſible by fuch Demonſtration, as that their Report of it might 
convince the other Diſciples ? If it was a Stranger that put a 
Trick upon them, he took his Opportunity to leave them 
when he found they were deceived in thinking him to 
be Jeſus; left by ſtaying longer than was neceſlary, they 
ſhould be undeceived. 

Can any good. Reaſon be given, why Jeſus did not diſcover 
himſelf to them by the Way, and give them the Joy which that 
Diſcovery would have made? This is ſuch an Appearance, as 
gave them Surprize, Perplexity, and Pain, rather than cer- 
tain Proof, real Evidence, Pleaſure, and Joy. | 
They reported, that the Lord is riſen indeed, and hath ap- 
pear'd to Simon. This. ſeems as if it did not appear to be the 
Lord to Cleopas, but to Simon only; for they relate no other 
Appearance, but what had juſt before happened, the Relation 
of which Matthew and John make no mention of; the Reaſon 
may be, that they either knew nothing of it, or did not be- 
lieve it; for Mark ſays, (v. 13, ) that when it was told to the 
other Diſciples, they did not believe it. Why ſhould Jeſus ſo 
appear to theſe two Diſciples ? Why did he thus play at Hide- 
and-ſeek with them? What End did it anſwer ? Or what 
Good did it do? A wiſe or good Being always propoſes ſome 
wiſe or good End or Aim to be anſwered ; but what Wiſdom 
or Goodneſs appeared in this, or was it productive of? 

The Author of the Tryal, in defence of this Appearance, 
aſks, (a) What is there unnatural or uncommon in this Account à 
Tivo Men, ſays the Gentleman, meet an Acquaintance whom 
they thought dead; they conver ſe with him for fome Tine without 
ſuſpectin who he was, &c. tho* he was the Perſon their 
whole Diſcourſe was about ; and he talked about himſelf all 
the Way, yet they had no Suſpicion who he was, The Gen- 

(a) Pag. 67, 68. 
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tleman adds, The very Perſuaſion they were under that he was 
dead, contributed greatly to thetr not knowing him. What No- 
tion had they then of his predicting his Reſurrection? "Tis 
ſtrange, that they ſhould know nothing leſs than him that was 
with them, whom they knew very well but a few Days ago, 
and not know him now, who was walking and talking with 
them ; this ſhews their Ideas were as weak as their Underſtand- 
ing. Beſides, ſays the Gentleman, he appeared to them on a 
Journey, and walked with them Side by Side, in which Situation 
no one of the Company has a full View of the other. Afterwards 
when they tuere at Supper together, and Lights brought in, they 
plainly diſcern'd who he was. I would aſk the Gentleman how 
he knows that in walking along the Road, they did not look 
him in the Face ? Or that Lights were brought into the Room 
where they were cating? Or whether Complexions are beſt 
diſtinguiſh'd by Candle-Light ? So that the Queſtion aſk'd, 
which the Gentleman mentions, he has not anſwer' d; tho” 
he has try'dat it, viz. I hat fort of Witneſſes are theſe ; Eye- 
Witneſſes ? No : Before Supper they were Eye-WWitneſſes that the 
Perſon whom they ſaw was net Chriſt ; what Reaſon then is there 
for our rejecting the Evidence of their Senſe when they ſay they 
did not know Chrift, and of in/ifting onit when they fay they did ? 
J have other Queſtions to aſk. If theſe two Diſci — were ſo 
incurious as not to look in this Stranger's Face in the open 
Road and Day-Light, did they not know his Voice? Did Je- 
ſus counterfeit that too ? If he appeared to be known, why 
did he appear that they ſhould not know him? If he appeared 
not to be known, why did he take away the Cloud from their 
Eyes, and let them know him at all? If they ſaw thro' a falſe 
edium at firft, how do we know but they did the fame at 
lat? Are theſe Perſons fit to be depended on as Eye-Witneſſes, 
whoſe Eyes could be deceived ? Their Eyes were holden that 
they ſhould not know him. All the Knowledge they pretend to 
of him, was but little, and ftaid but a little while ; a little 
Matter confounded it ; as ſoon as they knew, or thought they 
knew him, hegave them the Slip, and they loſt him again. 
Jeſus was gone, and they knew not how, nor where. B this 
a real Proof? Or a Proof of a real Body ? 

The Gentleman then tells us a Parallel Caſe, of a Travel 
ler that had been ſome Years abroad, and m his Return to Eng- 
land, thro* Paris, happened to meet his Sifter there; (a) that they, 
not expecting to ſee each other, canvers'd together with other Com- 
pay, at a Public Houſe, for @ great Part of the Day before ſhe 

| arſcever'd 
(a) Page 68. 
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diſcover'd who he was. But this is no more a parallel Caſe, 
than ſome Years are to two or three Days. | 


Of the third Appearance of Jeſus to all the Apoſles, 


When Simon and Cleopas conceived, that the Perſon who 
had been talking to them was Jeſus, and immediately loſt 
Sight of him, they roſe up the ſame Hour, Luke ſays, [a] re- 
turn'd to Feruſalem, found the other Diſciples together in a 
Room, and told them of it. And that while they were telling 
them, Jeſus himſelf, to convince them of the Truth of it, 

ed among them, and ſtood in the midſt. He got to 
Feruſalem as ſoon as they, and it ſeems was not far off from 
them when they firſt enter'd, and might have been there before, 
if their Eyes were holden” that they ſhould not ſee him, or if 
he appeared among them in another Form. 

The Evidence of this Appearance of jeſus to the Apoſtles, 
on which the Faith of the Warld is to reft, is worthy of our 
Regard. | 

N. Matthew, St. Mark, and St. Luke, agree, that when 
the Diſciples were made acquainted with the Reſurrection of 
Jeſus, they met him for the firſt and laſt Time. But this, St. 
Jahn, the St. Author of the As, and St. Paul contradict ; 
for they tell us of other Appearances afterwards. 

Matthew [v. 7 & 10,] and Mark [v. 7. ] ſay, the Diſci- 
ples had Orders to meet Jeſus at Galilee ; but Lale [v. 49. 
and the Author of the Aas, [v. 4, ] fay, the Diſciples 
Orders not to depart from Jeruſalem, Luke ſays, [v. 6, 7, 8,] 
that the Men, or Angels, only reminded the Women 51 what 
Jeſus ſaid when he was in Galilze, that he there foretold his 
Death and Reſurrection; and that when they were thus put in 
Mind of it, they remembred his Words. Whatever it was 
that Jeſus ſaid to his Diſciples in Galilze, Mark and Luke both 
confeſs that the Diſciples did not underſtand him, how then 
ſhould they remember? If it was a plain Prophecy, as Mat- 
thew (xvil. 22, 23, and Mark [ix. 31.] have it, I think, 
tis not probable, ſcarce poſſible, they ſhould forget. If it 
was myſterious, as Luke (ix. 44,) has it, *tis not probable, 
ſcarce poſſible, they ſhould underſtand it. A myſterious 
Prediction, which is not underſtood till the Thing predicted 
comes to paſs, is the ſame as no Prediction, and ſuch an one 
is that in John [ii. 19, 20, 21, 22,] underſtood neither by 

the 


(a) Luke v. 33, 34, 35, 36. 
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the Apoſtles nor the Zews, to whom it was ſpoken. Such 
Prophecy lies not in the Words ſpoken, but in the Interpre- 
tation. "The Expounder, not the Speaker, makes the Pro- 
hecy. 
g 7 6 to this laſt Appearance of Jeſus, Matthew diſagrees with 
Luke, both as to Time and Place; for Matthew ſays, it was 
at a Mountain in Galilee, where Jeſus had appointed them; 
therefore the Diſciples could not be there on the Evening of 
the Day he aroſe, the neareſt Part of Galilee being, if I mi- 
ſtake not, above threeſcore Miles from Jeruſalem, where 
this Appearance was, according to Luke, who ſays, he 
aſcended on the Evening of the Reſurrection Day. For (v. 
2 an the firſt Day of the Week, early in the Morning, the 

omen went to the Sepulchre, when they returued, (v. 12,) 
Peter went thither ; the ſame Day, (v. 13,) two of them went 
to Emmaus ; towards the Evening, (v. 28. 29,) they got thi- 
ther ; they turned back the ſame Hour they got there, (v. 33,) 
and went to Jeruſalem, where they found the Apoſtles toge- 
ther, to whom Jeſus appeared as they were telling what had 
happen'd, led them out to Bethany, and from thence aſcended 
to Heaven, If Matthew had told us of Jeſus's Aſcenſion and 
Luke not, it might have been luckily reconcil'd ; but the con- 
trary has unfortunately happened. The Author of the As 
ſays, that Jeſus was with the Apoſtles forty Days, Luke only 
one Day. Now, could this Author be Luke, which ſo con- 
tradicts Luke ? If it be not, the Author of the Acts of the 
Apoſtles is not known; and *'tis well if the Authors of the 
four Goſpels are better known. 

John agrees with Luke, that Jeſus appeared to his Diſciples 
on the Evening of the firſt Day of the Weck; and by the 
Circumſtances, this Appearance was at Jeruſalem, tho” he does 
not mention the Place; but 7% diſagrees with the other three, 
in not making it the laſt, and the only one to the Apoſtles ; 
they ſay the Eleven were gathered together; John ſays there 
happened to be Thomas miſſing, who was one of the Eleven, 
ſo that there were but Ten of them. Thomas being afterwards 
told of it, declared (v. 25,) he would not believe, except 
he ſaw in his Hands the Print of the Nails, and felt the Wound 
in his Side. Tho” this is what none of the others mention, 
and contradicts their Evidence. John ſays, (v, 25) that after 
eight Days, the Diſciples were together, and Thomas was with 
them, when Jeſus appeared to gratify this Infidel, bade him 
feel his Hands and his * and believe; wil ich we do not 
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read that Thomas did, but believed upon Sight. Concerning 
which are ſome Things worthy of — 

1/2, St. Thomas's Infidelity and Faith were very extraordina- 
ry. He would not believe that Jeſus was riſen from the Dead, 
except he ſaw the Wounds that cauſed his Death. Is it to be 
ſuppoſed, that the Power which raiſed him to Life did not 
cure thoſe Wounds? Or was not Jeſus to be known without 
them by his Diſciples? Had they forgot the Form, or loſt the 
Idea of his Face and Body, and the Sound of his Voice in fo 
ſhort a Time, which they had fo often ſeen and heard? If 
theſe Marks were only Prints or Scars of Wounds in his Hands 
and Side, could not another Perſon, who might have a Mind 
to deceive, make-Scars in thoſe Places, or the Appearance of 
— Wounds? Were theſe Prints better to be known than the 

erſon? 


» 2dly, One of theſe Marks was that of the Wound in his 


Side, by which, I ſuppoſe, John ¶ xix. 34,] refers to the 


Wound given to Jeſus by a Soldier with a Spear before he was 


taken down from the Croſs, which none of the other Evan- 
geliſts mention; yet, if Thomas and the other Apoſtles did 
not know it as well as John, it was no Proof to them that it 


was the Perſon of Jeſus. But if they did, why do none of 


them, neither tell us of the Fact, nor of theſe Words that 
refer to it? Luke has it, Behold my Hands and my Feet ; not 
a Word of his Side. But becauſe no other Evangeliſt repprts 
this but John, you have his Mord for the Truth of it. [a] Leſt 
it ſhould be doubted of, he ſays, | xix. 35.] And he that ſaw 
it bare Record, and his Record is true, and he knaweth that he 


faith true, that ye might belicuc. Beſides, John makes this to 


fulfil a Scripture Prophecy, [v. 37.] They fhall look on him 
whom they have pierced. - "Therefore it muſt be true. Yet if 


this ſingle Action be doubted of, it may be a Doubt whether he 


was dead when he was taken down from the Croſs ; for when 


Joſeph begg'd his Body, Pilate marvelled if he were already 
dead; [] his Legs were not broken to haſten or complete his 
Death as the others were, [c] and he was taken down by Je- 
ſeph himſelf. And if it be doubted whether Jeſus was really 
dead when he was put into the Sepulchre, which was a Cave 
' hewn out of a Rock; it will be Matter of the leſs Doubt, 
' whether he roſe again? And why he aroſe in the Night? Why 


his Countenance was ſo much alter'd, that his Diſciples ſcarce 
knew him but by his Wounds ? Why he did not appear after- 
a wards 


(a) P. 12, (a) Mark xv. 44. (5) John xi. 32, 33. 
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wards in Public, but to his Diſciples only? &c. Add to this, 
that a healthful ſober young Man, with vigorous Spirits, being 
in the Bloom of Nature, does not eafily part with Life, by 
Wounds in the extreme Parts. 
dly, As the Satisfaction that Thomas required to cure him 
of his Infidelity, was extraordinary ; ſo was his Faith. When 
Jeſus appeared in the midſt of them, when the Doors where 
ſhut, the ſecond Time, and ſhewed to Zhomas his Hands and 
his Side, &c. Thomas cried out, My Lord and my God! If 
that be a Confeſſion of the true Faith, than the human Perſon 
of Jeſus was Lord and God, as the Muggletorians ſay; and 
then they are right, who ſay, God was born, God died, and 
God roſe again from the Dead: If this Confeſſion of Thomas 
be the true Faith, and this Faith be Truth ; tho* Thomas be 
condemned for not believing, yet 'tis not faid that he had the 
Proof of the Identity of his Maſter's real Perſon, but rather 
ſeems to have believed without, 
4thly, I obſerv'd before, that according to John, this was 
the ſecond Time Jeſus had appeared in the midſt of his Diſci- 
ples when the Doors were ſhut ; where it is ſuggeſted, that one 
ſolid or material Body paſſed thro' another folid or material 
Body, without injuring the Form of either, both the paſſing 
and paſſive Body remaining the fame, contrary to all theLaws 
of Nature. As for what Explanation the Author of the Tryal 
has given to this, (pag. 70,) that perhaps Jeſus open'd the 
Door,and took his Opportunity to come upon them unſcen, or 
in the dark; and tread ſoftly too, he ſhould have faid, or 
while they were afleep. This is only a palliating Expoſition, 
and not warranted by the Text, which naturally ſeems to in- 
tend to ſuggeſt the contrary : Theretore there is no Proof that 
ſuch is the true Intent and Meaning of the Evangeliſts, con- 
cerning the ſudden appearing and diſappearing of Jeſus. The 
Manner of which Appearance was ſo uncommon and ſurpriz- 
ing, (c) that the Diſciples themſelves thought they ſaw a Spirit, 
and were affrighted with it. Ihis Idea ſeems to have been raiſed 
by the Story of Simon and Cliapas. This Appearance, real or 
imaginary, reſts upon the Evidence only of John, one of the 
Diſciples preſent ; for Matthew's Account of the Meeting of 
Jeſus, and the Diſciples, does not agree with it. Mart and 
Luke were none of the — therefore not preſent: It may 
| 2 be 


(a) Mark xv. 44. (6) John xix, 32, 33. (c) Luke xv. 37. 
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be a Queſtion whether tac other Nine out of the Eleven fancied 
they ſaw this Apparition. But he ſhewed them his Hands and 
his Side, or his Feet ; were they more real than his Body, and 
his Countenance ? They hardly could believe the Body, not- 
withſtanding he had got his Hands and his Feet with him. For 
(a) white they believed not for Joy, and wondered, he ſaid unto 
them have you here any Mat? he was forced to convince them 
that his Body was real, by cating. Why might not their Eyes be 
holden here too, and he ſeem to eat before them, when he did 
not ? In common Caſes Men may be allowed to be Eye-Wit- 
neſſes, and to ſee what they ſee ; but in uncommon and mira- 
culous Caſes this hardly can be allowed: For when I have to 
do with one who has the Power of working Miracles, my 
Senſes may be miraculouſly wrought upon. In ſuch Caſe I may 
and ought to queſtion as much the "Truth of my Senſes, as the 
Object, that I am neither deceived in the one, nor the other. 
Common Juglers, by the Art of Legerdemain, who cannot 
change the Nature of things, can deceive my Sight; therefore, 
a Miracle-worker much more; ſince 'tis eaſier to deceive the 
Sight, than to work a Miracle. The Evidence of any Eye- 
Witneſſes then beſides our own, cannot be depended upon, 
for ſcarcely can we depend upon our own ; fince ſuch a Power 
may deceive us in ſpite of our Eyes. For 'tis eaſier to change 
the Reſemblances than the Reality of Things. He that can al- 
ter Nature, can deſtroy all Rules of Truth and Certainty. 
Well, but has the Gentleman, by all that he has ſaid, proved 
the Reality of Chriſt's Body after his Reſurrection ? No that's 
impoſſible, unleſs he could ſhew, (Y) that there was nothing 
miraculous in the greateſt Miracle that ever was, and every real 
Miracle is an Abſurdity to common Senſe and Underſtanding, 
and contrary to the Attributes of God, notwithſtanding all 
the Gentleman has ſaid in favour of the Poſſibility of Mi- 
racles. (c) 

In favour of the Reality of Chriſt's Body in theſe Appca- 
rances, ſays this Author, I wonder the Gentleman did not carry 
his Argument a little further, and prove that Chriſt, before 
Death, had no real Body; fer we read that when the Multitude 
would have thrmun him detun a Precipice, he went through the 
mid/t of them wiſeen. The Word unſeen is not in the Text, 
but he paſſing thro the midſi of them went his May; (d) where 

only 


(a) Luke v. 41. (6) Pag. 71. (c) Pag. 60, 61, 62, 63, 
64, 65. (4) Luke iv. 29, 30. a 
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only a little Removal of his Body in the Crowd, might ſecure 


him among his Friends ; yet the Gentleman ſays, that nothing 


happened after his Reſurrection more unaccountable than this that 
happened before it, and that Difference there is one. Whereas 
this, as it 1s worded in the Text, carries with it great Probabi- 
lity, and nothing wonderful ; but the other, according to the 
Text, an utter Impoſſibility,that oneſolid Body ſhould paſs thro? 
another, yet neither alter its Form norSolidity. It is not in that, 
as in this, ſaid, he vaniſhed out of their Sight, or ceaſed to be 
ſeen of them, or that their Eyes were holden that they ſhould not 
know him, or that he appeared to them in another Form, or came 
into the Middle of a Room when the Doors were ſhut. Let us now 


conſider, 4thly,of the other Appearances mentioned by Jahn and 


aul. 

Tho? John tells us of more Appearances of Jeſus to his Diſ- 
ciples than the other Evangeliſts do, and after they fay he aſ- 
cended, or took his laſt Leave of them; it is ſufficient therefore 
toſay of John's Evidence, that his deſtroys theirs, or theirs de- 
ſtroy his. 

St. Paul writes by Hearſay ; he only deliver'd what he re- 
ceived ; therefore he who was as one born out of due time, can 
be no proper Evidence to teſtify of Things done before he was 
born. After Chriſt's Appearance to Cephas, (I ſuppoſe it may 
be that to Simon and Clespas,) Paul ſays, he was ſeen of the 
Twelve; Query, Whether Judas was there to make up the 


Number? The particular Viſit paid to James we have no Ac- 


count of ; for theſe, therefore, we ought to have Peter and 

ames's own Evidence; theſe may be wiſh'd for, Paul's be- 
ing of little Account; for as Paul ſaw Jeſus in a Viſion, he 
ſeems to be in his Viſions about his Relations of Jeſus' s Ap- 
pearances. He agrees with the reſt, as the reſt agree with one 
another. The 500 Brethren he ſays Chriſt appear'd to, are 
all lumpt together, and might have as eaſily been made 5000, 
and as hard to prove or diſprove the one as the other. There- 
fore ſome Evidence being neceſſary to corroborate it, what he 
ſays, Gal. i. 20. ſhould follow here. Where and when was 
this public Appearance ? And how long did it continue ? Since 
Paul ſays ſome of them were fallen aſleep, he ſhould have 
told us what Witneſſes he had of it that were then broad awake; 


for Prophets were ſubject to dream, and ſometimes to dream 


waking. 
I come now, 5thly, to my laſt Point propos'd. To conſi— 
der of the Aſcenſion of Jeſus, concerning which, they alſo 


diſagree, 
Mark 
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Mark and Luke ſay, that after Jeſus had appeared to the E- 
leven-.as they ſet at Meat, and had ſpoken unto them, he aſ- 
cended into Heaven. Luke ſays, he led them out as far as 
Bethany, lift up his Hands and bleſſed them, and while he was 
ſo doing, he was parted from them, and carried up into Hea- 
ven. Ihe Author of the As ſays, that when Jeſus had done 
ſpeaking to the Diſciples, while they beheld, he was taken 
up; and they returning afterwards from Mount Olivet to Je- 
ruſalem, it is to be ſuppoſed, he as good as ſays, that Jeſus aſ- 
cended from thence, which either belonged to Bethany, or 
was very near it: As to the Place of his Aſcenſion agreeing 
with Luke, if Mark means that Galilee was the Place, he con- 
tradicts theſe. If he means the ſame Place as theſe do, he con- 
tradicts himſelf ; for he ſays, (v. 7,) the Angel, or young 
Man,told them Jeſus was gone before the Diſciples into Galilee, 
and there they ſhould ſee him. He had not Time to ſtay to ſee the 
Diſciples that came with him fromGalilee,nor keep em Company 
back, yet did nothing in Galilee which he might not as well have 
done any where elſe. The Author of the As ſays, he was taken 
up while they beheld, and a Cloud received him out of their Sight : 
But Mark, as if Heaven itſelf was open to his View, without 
any intercepting Cloud, ſays, he was received up into Heaven, 
and fat on the right Hand of God ; as if he had look'd into Hea- 
ven itſelf, and ſaw him ſeated. 

Mati hei and Jahn, who were two of the Apoſtles, and 
therefore ſhould be thoſe that ſaw his Aſcenſion, ſeem to ſay, 
that he never aſcended ; at leaſt they mention nothing of it. 
And according to them it isa Queſtion whether he is gone yet. 
Thelaſt Words of Jeſus in Matthew, are, (v. , Lo, I am 
with you always unto the End of the World. Tohn leaves us at 
all Uncertainties, and fays, that Jeſus went, like a wandering 
Jew, without bidding them Good-by, the Lord knows where ! 
(a) as if they intended, whenever they pleaſed, to bring him 
on the Stage again. There are ſome that are Infidels enough 
to inſinuate, that the laſt Verſe of John's Goſpel ſhews, that 
he loved romancing ſo well, that he gave all Room and Encou- 
ragement imaginable to others to practiſe it, (viz.) And there 
are many other Things that Feſus did, the which if they ſhould be 
roritten every ene, I ſuppoſe that even theWarld itſelf cauld not con- 


tam 


(a) John xxi. 19, 20, 21, 22. 
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tain the Books that ſhould be written. Amen. As if it were an 
everlaſting Fund for Ror-1nce. 

Obſerve the Agreement of the Witneſſes on this Appearance 
to all the Apoſtles, which was doubted of by the Apoſtles them- 
ſelves, (Matt. v. 17.) Matthew, Mark, and Luke, mention 
this Appearance as the firſt and laſt Time; John and Paul ſay 
it was not the laſt ; Matthew and Mark ſay the Diſciples were 
order'd to go to Galilee; Luke ſays, they were only reminded 
what Jeſus ſaid in Galilee; Luke and the Author of the A, ſay, 
they were order'd to ſtay at Zeruſalem. 

Matthew ſays, Jeſus met the Difciples for the firſt and laſt 
Time at a Mountain in Galilee ; Luke, that it was at Jeruſa- 
lem. | 
Luke ſays, this laſt Meeting was on the Evening of the Day 
he aroſe. But this could not be if it was at Galilee : Jahn ſays 
he appeared afterwards : Ihe Author of the 4s ſays, that Je- 
ſus was with them forty Days. 

Luke ſays, this Appearance was to the eleven Apoſtles ; 
Jobn ſays, twas only to ten of them; Paul ſays, twas to the 
twelve; perhaps he had forgot that one of them was fallen 
aſleep. 

Mark, Luke, and the Author of the As, ſay, that Jeſus 
aſcended ; Matthew and John do not ſay that he ever aſcended 
at all. 

Matthew and Luke mention but two Appearances of Jeſus, 
and in both theſe they differ. Mart tells us of three; Jahn 
of four ; Paul of ſix; the Author of the 4s, I think, ſhould 
mean forty, by the Words being ſeen of them forty Days, un- 
leſs Jeſus was any of thoſe Days inviſible. 

The Evangelifts tell us of but a very few that faw Jcſus after 
his Reſurrection ; the Author of the As ſays, according to 
the Gentleman's Explanation, [a] they were 120 that were 
Witneſſes of his Appearance. Paul tells us, that he was ſeen 
of above 500 Brethren at one I ime. I his verities that of the 
Poet, 


Fame does in flying grow, 
Its Bounds we ſeldom know. 


Now permit me to query, whether that Gentleman, or any 
Man of his Abilities, or cf much mcaner, be he bred to the 
Law 


(a) Page 79, 80. 
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Law or Goſpel, or not, [5] conſidering the Nature of the Evi- 
' dence, and its proper Weight, would be willing to determine a Pro- 

perty of five Shillings upon ſuch Evidence as this, which is thought 
material enough to ſupport the Reſurrection of Chriſt? For 
the Witneſles, as they are called, do not all agree, in any one 
Circumſtance which they relate concerning it ; but palpably 
contradict one another in every particular they give us of it. 
I wonder what Harmony all the Evangelifts would make that 
were in the firſt Ages of the Church, compar'd with one ano- 
ther, ſeeing the four we have are ſo harmonious | Whether, 
if this Subject was not ſtampt with the ſacred and the grave Ac- 
cent, any Man diſcovering the Abſurdities that attend the Sto- 
ry could refrain treating it with Satyr and Ridicule ? Whether 


[ 1 the general and conſtant Belief of the Reſurrection is not that 


only which creates in maſt Minds a Preſumption that it was found- 
ed on good Evidence! And whether [d] the very Account given 
by the pretended Witneſſes of this Fact, 1s not ſufficient ta deſtroy 
the Credit of it © 

Matthew, Mark, Luke, John, the Author of the As, and 
Paul, are all Authors of equal Credit, therefore are all call'd in 
for Witneſſes. In carnal Cafes Men are not allowed to be 
Witneſſes of ſeeing an Object without carnal Eyes, and natu- 
ral Conviction ; but this being a ſpiritual Caſe, in which Men 
walk by Faith, and nat by Sight, ſpiritual Imagination is. to go 
for ocular Demonſtration, and the Proof of the Spirit is an in- 
fallible Proof! The many infallible Proofs, by which Jeſus ſherw- 
ed himſelf alive after his Paſſion, have been ſhewn. In other 
Caſes, if the Witneſſes do not agree, their Evidence proves no- 
thing; but in Matters of Faith, Men have the Mitneſi in them- 
ſelves ; for Faith is the Evidence of things not ſeen. Therefore 
nothing which has here been ſaid ought to be conſtrued to over- 
turn or affect the Faith of the Goſpel, but to ſhew the mira- 
culous Nature and wonderful Power of Faith ; that it can re- 
move all theſe Mountains, and ſwallow them up, as if they 
were caſt into the Sea. Since the Chriſtian Faith is ſo power- 
ful, what needs it any human Support from the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate. V it be of God, Man cannot overcome it. That Faith 


which requires human Power. to ſupport it, diſcovers much of 


human Weakneſs in its Compoſition. 
"Tis true, indeed, that the Evidence of the three Appearan- 
ces of Jeſus, ſhews that there is no Agreement in the firſt, no 
Certainty 


(6) Pag. 4. (c) Pag. 14. (4) Pag. 15. 
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Certainty in the ſecond, and no Harmony in the third: What 
then ! Such Inconſiſtencies, Improbabilities, Abſurdities, and 
Contradictions, would deſtroy the Credit of other Hiſtory, but 
the Faith of this is founded on a Rock; the Rock of Educati- 
on, which Reaſon cannot penetrate ; the Faithful following the 
Example of their ſpiritual Patterns, to offer up their own Sons, 
or themſelves, that is, all their natural Endowments and hu- 
man Reaſon on the Altar of Faith. 

Wile Infidels will exclaim againſt theſe Arcana of a Reli — 
which, to introduce and maintain, ſo much Blood and 
ſure has been every where ſpilt and ſpent in abundance; — 
they will imagine, that till theſe Things are reconciled and 
cleared up, the Evidence will be thought inſufficient to ſupport 
the Credit of ſo extraordinary Events ; and ſo let them exclaim: 
For it is written, I will de/troy the I iſdum af the Wiſe,and bring 
to nothing the Underſtanding of the — I dere is the Wiſe? 
Where is the Scribe ? Where is the Diſputer of this Meru? 
Hath not God made fooliſh the Wiſdom 1 this World by the Face 

5 of preaching the Gofpel? For the Jews require a Sign, 

and the Greeks ſeek after 12 dom; z but we, ſaith St. Paul, 
preach Ghrift crucified, and to the Jews a Stumbling 
Bleck, and to the Greeks DT 1 Cor. i. 


Having examin'd the Evidence of the Witneſſes, ſo called, 
I now proceed to try the reſt of the Tryal. I paſs over what 
the Gentleman ſays in favour of the Poſſbility of Miracles, 
for Brevity's Sake; it is ſufficient to ſay, that tis as contrary 
to the —_— 2 1 5 as to the Nature of Things. 

To the Que Why did not Chrift appear pub- 
licly to all the — i 'y to the Ma __ ? Why were 
fame Witneſſes cul'd and choſen out, and others excluded? The 
Gentleman anſwers, It may be ſuffictent to ſay, where there are 
Il itnefſes enaw, no 5 „ no 725 complains for want of more; 
and therefore if the Witneſſes we have are ſufficicient, tis - 
Objection that we have net athers and more. t can theſe be 
ſufficient Witneſſes, when the Evidence they give is not ſuffi- 
cient to prove the Fact? Then the Gentleman compares it » 
a Will, which requires but three Witneſles, and they ar 
cull'd out that they may be good ones; and adds, {ſew comes 
it to paſs then that the very Thing which ſhuts out all Suſpician in 
other Caſes, ſhould, in this Caſe, be of all others the moſt ſuſpi- 
cious Thing in itſelf ? It is becauſe this Caſe is, of all others, 
the moſt uncommon. If it were of no more Conſequence 


( 50 ) 


than any common Affair, why do _ make ſuch a Stir a- 
bout it ? Is the Proof of a Relation's ill, and the Proof of 
the Will of God, a parallel Caſe? Or a Legacy in 'this 
World, and Eternal Life, of the ſame Value ? Should not 
the Proof be as clear as the Importance of the Caſe requires ? 
And the Premiſes as evident as the Conſequences ? Is it not 
= abſurd, that the meaneſt Witneſſes ſhould be pick'd and 
cull'd out for the beſt, in the greateſt Aﬀairs? That Matters 
of the higheſt Concern, and of the moſt extraordinary Na- 
ture, ſhould be ſufficiently atteſted by the moſt doubtful Evi- 
dence! That thoſe who are intereſted principally in a Will, 
the very Executors and Legatees, ſhould be allowed to be the 
beſt and only Witneſſes of a Will: This would not be pleaded 
for, or granted in any Court in Chriſtendom, nor paſs in any 
Tryal, but in this. 

heſe Improbabilities and Abſurdities that follow, ſhew 
what Reaſon there is of Complaint, That Jeſus did publicly 
predict his own Reſurrection, and not fulfil it in public. That 
he ſhould promiſe it to be the Sign of his Miſſion to that evil 
Generation, yet never ſhew them the Sign. "That he ſhould 
promiſe the People that he would riſe again the third Day, yet 
diſappoint all their Expectations in ſeeing him. That he ſhould 
put the Truth of his Miſſion on the Truth of his riſing 
yet never diſcover that Truth diſcover to them, by riſing be- 
fore them, nor by appearing to them afterwards. Had it 
been publickly known to all Jeruſalem that Jeſus would riſe 
again the third Day, all Jeruſalem that believed it, would ex- 
pect to ſee him. they were diſappointed in their ExpeCta- 
tions, What was it but deceiving them in that very Point, in 
which, of all others, he ſhould have ſatisfied them. Not to 
appear to them, if he promis'd it, and put the Truth of his 
Miſſion on it, was denying the Truth of his Miſſion, and 
falſifying his Word. They faid, (a) Let him come down from 
the Croſs, and we will believe in him And would they not have 
believed in him, if he had come up from the Dead? Is it 
prabable, That an extraordinary Action, done for an extraor- 
dinary End, and highly neceſſary to be known to Mankind, 
ſhould be ſo ſecretly done, that no Man ſaw it ! That fo great 
an Action ſhould be done ſo improper a Way ! That Jeſus 


ſhould require Men to believe his Diſciples, rather than their 
own Senſes, in an Affair where Reaſon can be of no Aſſi- 


Kancec ! 


(a) Mat. xxvil. 42. 
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ftance | That ſuch a ſurprizing Method ſhould be taken to 
fave all Men in ſuch a Manner, that ſcarce any Man that ex- 
amines it, can believe it ! "That a Miracle ſhould be wrought 
in ſecret to convince Men, and never make it ſelf manifeſt to 
the Satisfaction of Mankind; nor leave any Footſteps or Marks 
on Earth of its having ever been yet abſolutely neceſſary to be 
believed ! That he appeared in ſuch a Manner to his Diſciples, 
which ſcarce convinc'd themſelves ; yet ſent them to convince 
the World] That he was with them forty Days, yet appeared 
but four Times, or but now and then ; and that he ſhould not 
abide conſtant as before 

The Witneſſes give us no Account where he ſpent the reſt 
of his Time, and to what End. Whether the Spirit of God 
drove him into the Wilderneſs to the Devil again, (Mart i. 
12, 13;) for 'tis ſaid, (Luke iv. 13,) he only departed from 
him for a Seaſon; where, and with whom, he ſtaid forty 
5 before. Choice Company for the Son of God ! Since 
Jeſus might do and ſay all that is related of him after his Re- 
ſurrection in leſs than forty Hours; and of all the forty Nights, 
he never, that we hear of, lodg'd one Night with any of 
his Diſciples. Theſe Things are as ſurprizing as his Reſurrec- 


tion. That Jeſus roſe again from the Dead, yet purpoſely a- 


voided the moſt right and rational Method of its being cer- 
tainly known to the World, viz. by avoiding to appear to the 
World! That after the Watch had ſpread Lies about, he did 
not ſhew himſelf to them, the Rulers, nor the People, to 
convince them of the contrary ! That he, who was the Mef- 
ſenger of Truth, ſhould countenance Lies by his Silence and 
Abſence ! The Rulers and People could not have put him to 
Death again if they would, for he could appear and diſappear 
at Pleaſure. No doubt but the Sight of Jeſus would have ſtruck 
them with ſufficient Awe and Terror from attempting it. 
Why did he not after his Reſurrection undeceive his Diſciples 
in their Notions of temporal Victory and Grandeur, when 
they aſk'd him about it? (As i. 6.) or take Poſſeſſion of the 
Kingdom of 1/rael, fulfil the Scriptures of the Prophets, and 
2 himſelf the Meſſiah? Why not appear in public for the 

ublic Good, maintain the public Cauſe of his Nation and 


People oppreſs'd by Roman Power, and not at the very laſt 


leave his Diſciples in ExpeCtation of it, aud baulk all their 
Expectations : Promiſe to come again preſently, (Matt. x. 23) 
and is not come yet? Theſe Diſappointments give too much 
Reaſon to cry out, y is his Chariot ſo long in coming ® Why 

H 2 tarry 


( 52) 
tarry the IA heels of his Clariet? Is he not riſen? Did he not 
aſcend ? Has he not triumph'd over Death and the Grave, and 
led Captivity captive ? 

If they had not the Proof of Jeſus's Reſurrection from his own 
perſonal appearing, of all things the moſt eaſy to lun [if he 
roſe again] and the molt convincing to them: Why ſhould 
they depend on the Credit of others rather than their own 
Senſes? Or why ſhould any other Miracle be given them to 
prove the Thing, than what the Nature of the Thing itſelf 
was capable of giving, moſt reaſonable for them to require, 
and moſt juſt and fit Br Jeſus to grant. 

The Gentleman ſays, p. 75, Every Soldier that guarded the 
Sepwulchre was to the Jews a Witneſs of the Reſurrettion, of their 
own chufing : But it does not appear there were any; and if 
there were, how could they be Witneſſes who ſaw no Refur- 
rection, and reported there was none; but that the Diſciples 
ſtole the Body of Jeſus away? A proper Proof agreeable to 
the Reaſon and Fitneſs of the Thing is wanting. Aﬀerti- 
ons ought not to be credited, without proper Evidence, ſuch 
as in the Nature of the Thing is juſt and reaſonable. He that 
believes on any other Evidence, may have a preſumptive Faith, 
but cannot have a reaſonable one. | 

The Gentleman , [p. 76, 772 That according to 
Matthew xxiii. Chrift j-lemnly tock his Leave of the Jews, and 
cloſed his Commiſſion to them at his Neath ; and as to appearing 
to them afier his Reſurrectiion, he could not ds it conſiſtently with 
his ewn Prediction. Ye ſhall ſce me no more till ye ſhall ſay, 
Bleſſed is he that cometh in the Name of the Lord. That the 
Jews were not in this Ae after the Reſurrection, nor are 
they in it yet. The Reaſon of that is, becauſe he did not 
pear to them after his Reſurrection. According to Luke (xili. 
34, 35,) he himſelf, after that, fulfill'd his own Prophe- 
Cy, | xix. 38, ] and found them then in that Diſpoſiti- 
on before his Death, which the Gentleman complains they 
were not in after his Reſurrection, nor are yet: And after 
that, taught daily in the Temple; and Jeſus was obliged to 
appear to them again after his Reſurrection, conſiſtently with 
his own Prediction, if it was his own, the Sign of the Pro- 
phet 7onah, if it meant a Reſurrection. 

The Gentleman ſays, [p. 78.] fince all Men have an equal 
Right to demand a ſpecial and particular Evidence, why may not 
de fame be demanded for every Country and every Age? 1 
know not why every Country and Age ſhould not have it, 

ſince 
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ſince they have an equal Right to demand it. A ſpecial and 
particular Action requires a ſpecial and particular Proof, to e- 
very Country and Age that are eſpecially and particularly 
concerned in the Caſe. If it needs a miraculous one, becauſe 
it admits of no natural Proof, miraculous Proofs ſhould be gi- 
ven: For the Proof of an Action which muſt be credited, 
"_—_ to be ſuch as is ſufficient and ht to prove the Action. 

Miracles are once neceſſary to prove a Fact to be be- 
lieved, they are always neceſſary; becauſe the ſame Proof, or 
an adequate one, is always neceſſary to prove the ſame Ope- 
ration. The Diſtance of Time and Place makes them not 
leſs, but rather more neceſſary. - 

The Clergy would have us believe Miracles, and yet for 
their Souls they cannot work a Miracle; tho* the Power to 
work Miracles, and forgive Sins, were equajly given to the 
Church or Believers, [a] therefore they ought to prove they 
have the ſpiritual Power that pretend to it, by baving the 
miraculous, 

The Gentleman ſays, [p. 78,] There is in my L 
nothing more unreaſonable, than to neglett and deſpiſe plain and 

ctent Evidence before us, and to fit down to imagine what hind 

of Evidence would have pleaſed us, and then to make the Want of 

uch Evidence an Objeftion to the Truth, which yet, if well con- 
ſidered, would be found to be well eftabliſh'd. 

The Caſe is not here rightly ſtated. The Evidence is ob- 
jected againſt, becauſe it is not plain, ſufficient, nor well e- 
ſtabliſh'd : For the more thoroughly it is conſider' d, the mote 
inſuthcient it appears. And there is, in my Apprehenſion, 
nothing more reaſonable, than to reject inſufficient Evidence, 
and conſider what kind of Evidence the Nature of the Thing 
requires, and to make the Want of ſuch Evidence an Objec- 
tion to that Fact, which, if well conſider d, cannot be well 
eſtabliſn'd without it. There is as much Reaſoh now for 
ſome Miracle ſuitable to prove the Reſurrection as there was 


then; for there is no plain and ſufficient Evidence before us; 


the Want of which is a ſufficient Objection, and ever will be, 
to invalidate the Truth of a Fact ſo ill eſtabliſh d. 

The Gentleman obſerves, [p. 79,] That the Hpo/tles were 
choſen to be IVitneſſes of the Reſurrettion, becauſe they were cho- 
ſen to bear Teſtimony 7 it to the World, not becauſe they only 
were admitted to ſee Chriſt after his Reſurrection ; for the Fact 

is 


(a) Mark xvi. 17, 18. ix. 23. John xiv. 12. 


( 54 ) 


1s otherwije, The Goſpel, indeed, concern'd to fhew the Evi- 
dence on which the Faith of the World was to reft, is very par- 
ticular in ſetting forth the ocular Demonſtrations which the Apo- 
ftles had of the Reſurreftion ; and mentions others who ſaw 
Chrift after his Reſurrection, only accidentally, as the Thread of 
the Hiſtory led to it. 

It had heen better to have choſen any other for Witneſſes 
than theſe; they were the moſt improper Perſons to convince 
the World, becauſe they were moit intereſted in the Affair: 
Half a Dozen Watchmen would have been better than a 
Dozen Apoſtles; Men intereſted in no Party, But if 
had been Enemies, converted by a miraculous Reſurrecti- 
on, it would have been better ſtill. One Apoſtle Paul did 
more Execution than the other eleven. If a few ſuch had been 
convinc'd by being Eye-Witneſſes, and we well aſſured of it, 
it would have been good Evidence : But among all that faw 
Jeſus, no ſuch ſaw him, and of all them that ſaw him, 
the Apoſtles only atteſted it, and were choſen to that End, 
and for that End were admitted to ſee him. Others ſaw 
him, but they were not requir'd to tell it. Though when 
Men relate a Story, and are willing to be credited, as all Men 
are who think they ſpeak Truth, and are concern'd that it 
ſhould be received as ſuch ; they are willing to inform the Per- 
ſons they tell it to, who, beſides themſelves, know of it, and 
all convincing Particulars. This is a Support to the Credit of 
it. Every Witneſs to Truth is an Aid in its Favour. The 
leſs the Concern is that the Relater has in it, it carries with it 
the greater Credit; and the Credit of others diminiſhes in pro- 
portion as the Relaters are intereſted in the Caſe. None but 
Enthuſiaſts dare to conceive, that they ought indubitably to be 
believed in. what they dogmatically affert ; that their bare 
Word ought to be taken, excluſive of all other Proofs ; that 
all other Men's Words are to be diſregarded in compariſon of 
theirs, be the Facts they relate ever ſo miraculous or roman- 
tic; becauſe, diſbelieving them, in their Notion and bold Af- 
ſertion, is not believing the Spirit of God. But with the 
zreater Aſſurance any one tells a Lie, or Romance, for ſacred 
Truth, tho” he ſanctifies it with the Name of God Almighty, 
the leſs Credit ſhould be given him, not only in that, but m 
all things elfe. It is not God that requires Men to believe 
things contrary to Evidence, Nature, and common Senſe ; for 
his Government of all Creatures, is by the Senſe he has given 
them, never by what contradicts it. *Tis the Mark of _ 

ure 


('55) 
ſture to do this. Why ſhould the Apoſtles, of all Men, re- 
quire the whole World, on the leaft Foundation, to credit the 
greateſt Miracle that ever was? And why ſhould the Credit of 
this depend on them alone. If 120 or 500 ſaw him beſides, 
could they not atteſt it as well? Did the Apoſtles require a 
Faith as miraculous as the Fact? Why could not other Men 
ſpeak Truth, ſpeak what they ſaw, as well as the Apoſtles ? 
Truth ever the worſe for being well atteſted ? Or is that 
Faith moſt true which has the leaſt Evidence for it ; that other 
People's Words ſhould be of fo little Account as the Thread of 
the Hiſtory led to it accidentally ? *Tis nothing to the Purpoſe 
to tell me, that 120, or 500 Men, knew it beſides, when 
not one of them is told me, nor the Credit of one of them 
known if they were. Paul, who ſays 500 faw Chriſt after his 
Reſurrection, knew himſelf nothing of the Matter; he was 
none of them, unleſs viſionally, which is no real Proof. The 
Proof of theſe 500 atteſted by St. Paul, depends but upon the 
Teſtimony of himſelf, or of ſome one of his Name, or of the 
teſt Liar in the World, the Church of Rome : Such Evi- 
ence as we have is not eaſy for any to credit, but thoſe in whom 
it was planted by Education, and grew up in them before their 
Reaſarr, by which Means, the Belief of Witches, Apparitions, 
and Fairies, are as credible as this. The Goſpel is very parti- 
cular in ſetting forth, that the Apoſtles had no ocular Demon- 
ſtration of the Reſurrection at all, and the Appearances of Je- 
ſus afterwards are ſuch as demonſtrate them to be no Demon- 
{tration ; which whoever examines with Seriouſneſs, mult be 
concern'd, that the Evidence on which the Faith of the Morid 
was to reſt, ſhou'd have no better Foundation to reſt on ! In 
all other Caſes, of the greater Concern the Mattei is, and the 
more are intercſted in it, the more certain, full, and demon- 
ſtrable the Evidence or Proof ought to be. But in this Caſe, 
it ſeems it muſt be the leſs, that the Faith of the World may be 
the greater. As if it was moſt meritorious to believe the moſt 
incredible Story that could be told, upon the worſt Evidence 
of it that could be given; which indeed would be proper, 
if the Faith required was to be as miraculous, as the Fact to be 

delieved. | 

The Tryal ſays, (p. 80,) Vill the Gentleman pretend to prove 
that they (the Angels) were improperly employed in this great and 
wonderful Work, the Reſurrection of Chrijft ? Undoubtedly they 
were very improperly. 1/7, Becauſe they frightened away the 
Watch from ſeeing it, and being Witneſſes. 24%, Nr 
a Chr l * 
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Chriſt had no need of them, for no doubt he could have riſen 
as well without them : For had Jeſus need of an Angel to roll 
away the Stone, or to defend him againſt the Watch! Did he 
ced their Afﬀiſtance ! If that was needful, what Buſineſs had 
they there ? Or had he need of Angels in white to lighten him 
decauſe he roſe in the dark? 3dly, were unneceſſary, be- 
cauſe they look d like Men, and e the Matter look like 
Fraud. If they were neceſſary Witneſſes of the Reſurrection, 
why did they depart at the Approach of Day-light ? 
he Gentleman ſays, It is not upon the Credit of the paar filly 
Nomen that we believe Angels were concern d, but upon the Re- 
port of theſe who wrote the Goſpels, who liver d it as a Truth 
known to themſelves, and not meerly as a Report taken from the 
Women. The Gentleman is here miſtaken: It is upon the 
Credit of the Women meerly that tis believed Angels were 
concerned, (Luk. xxiv. 2 OY TR ht Cala the Goſpels 
knew nothing of it tek, for none of them pretend to 
— Angels. Matthew, . Mark, and Luke, do not fo 
muchas ſay, — ny of them went to the Sepulchre, and John, 
who ſays he went Peter, ſaw no Angel. 

(p. 81, The Gentleman ſays, That the omen re- 
port that the Body was nat in the Sep bre, but fo far from re- 
porting the Reſurrettion, that they did not believe it. This is 

contrary to the Report given by Mat. xxviii. 8, Mark xvi. 10, 
Luke xxiv. q, and John xx. 18. But 'tis common for many, 
Chriftians not wm 94 to 18 they are certainly right, 


e ſays, Ir 5 only muſt be admitted Witneſ- 
ſes (p. 81,) of them, we have enow to eftabliſh this Truth. How 
many are they? Why, Paul fays 500. Was Paul one? No. 
How did Paul know? He was told fo, who, and what were 
they? Are five of that 500 mention'd, 'beſides what are men- 
_ by the Evangelifts? No. But the Author of the As 
fays, there was 120, according to this Gentleman's explain- 

- ba the Text, (which they will bear another Explanation. ) 
ho was the Author of the A#s ? *Tis tiought to be Luke, 

but *tis not known. When was it written? Or where? Nor 
that neither. Upon what Authority was it received then at 
firft, and communicated to Us? Upon the Authority of the 
Church of Rome, that Mother of Lies and Abominations. 
et but 14 or 15 ſaw Jeſus after his Reſurrection; the ele- 
ven Diſciples, and Mary Magdalene, and perhaps the other 
Mary and Cxepas. Have you the Evidence of theſe 15 ? No. 


But 
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But we have of two of them, that were Eye-Witneſſes, that 
ſaw him, Matthew and Jahn. Are you infallibly ſure the two 
Goſpels of Matthew and ohn were written by themſelves ; and 
if ſo, that nothing is in their Goſpels but what they wrote ? 
That theſe Goſpels were written without Error at firſt? And 
that none has crept into them ſince ? That no Abſurdity or 
Contradiction can be proved out of the Evangeliſts Writings 
compared together? No; this is to be believed, but the contra- 
ry may be proved. Here's a bleſſed Reduction from 500 Wit- 
neſſes to two, and they contradict one another. Yet theſe 
fallible Accounts are infallibly believed, and believed to be in- 
fallible. The Work of Faith is a wonderful Work ! A Work 
of Wonders | Inne but Men muſt be admitted, we have enow 
to eftabliſh this Truth. What's become of them? Not one re- 
mains that can be depended on. The Appearance was of ſuch 
Sort, that the Witneſſes themſelves did not believe it. (a) 

Says the Gentleman, [p. 81,] H you queſtion their Sincerity 
they lived miſerably and died miſerably for the ſake of Truth, 1 
queſtion the Truth of that, and whether they lived better at 
their Trade of Fiſhing, than of Preaching ? en the Believ- 
ers ſold what they had, made one common Stock to carry on 
the Cauſe, and ſet up the Apoſtles with Caſh, all was at their 
Diſpoſal ; therefore, that they made a good Living of it may be 
reaſonably concluded. That they died miſerably, or Martyrs, 
may be much queſtion'd. If they did, whether it was for the 
ſake of Truth or a good Living. But they died for aſſerting a 
Fatt they were Eye-Witneſſes to, wot, "ab the Fact was Truth. 
But as the Truth of this Fact wants Proof, ſo does their dying 
for it. There is no proving a Fact true, by other Facts which 

ually want Proof. 

The Gentleman ſays, (p. 49.) That the Chief Priefts try to 
murder the Apoftles, enter into Combinations to aſſaſſinate them, 
prevail with Herod to put one of them to Death, but not ſo much 
as a Charge againſt them of any Fraud in the Reſurre#tion ; be- 
cauſe they themſelves had not mentioned it, which would prove 
them to be the verieſt Simpletons in Nature, if they had. Vet, 
[Page 104, ] the Gentleman ſays, the thing for whtch they ſuf- 

er'd, was the "I'ruth of the Reſurrectian. So then the Chief 
rieſts never ſo much as e er Apoſtles with any Fraud 


In. 


(a) Matth. xxviii. 17. Mark xvi. 11, 13. Luke xxiv. 11, 
41. John xx. 14. | 7 
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in the Reſurrection; but they put them to Death, becauſe they 
knew it was true. | 

Ih Leave to lay before you another Evidence, ſays the Ad- 
vocate for the Defendants, [p. 82,] paſs'd over in Silence by 
the Gentleman on the other Side. hat's that, Sir? The Evi- 
dence of the Spirit, Acts v. 22. Indeed that's the only Evi- 
dence that can be produc'd ; but we, in this Age, have almoſt 
loſt that, except among the Diſciples of the inſpir'd Mr. A hit- 
field, who has blown up a New Light of it, which now again 
declines; and the Spirit, with his Bellows, has much to do to 
keep burning; the Flame is languid. Vet this Evidence, great 
as it is, and is, no doubt, thegreateſt, is what every one thinks 
it to be; and every one ſays of it what he pleaſes; therefore 
*tis no Evidence at all, but to him that has it, and that is ſuch 
as his Faith makesit. *Tis granted, that Believers need no o- 
ther Evidence; but what Evidence is this to thoſe that have it 
not, and want real Evidence ; who call for a Sign from Hea- 
ven, or a certain Proof that the Sign already ſaid to be given, 
was ever given, no Proof of it remaining: Tis certain, that it 
this Miracle be diſproved, all fubſequent Miracles to prove it 
are no Proof. If the Thing cannot ſtand by itſelf, nothing elſe 
can ſupport it. If it be a Fraud, or Falſity, all Pretenſions to 
prove it are Frauds, or Falſities. Suggeſted Proofs [p. 84, 
are no Proofs. Therefore the Inferences drawn from fuch, are 
of no Force. Things not known, cannot be proved by Things 

y unknown. 

Tis alledg'd, [p». 103,] That becauſe the Apo/tles were cha- 
ſen to bear n te the 2 they had the fulla A ui- 
dence of the Truth. If their Evidence was the fulleſt, what ſad 
Evidence muſt the others give! not meerly by ſeeing Chrift once 
or twice after his Death. "The Evangeliſts ſay they ſaw him but 
two or three Times; but by frequent Gonverſations with him for 
forty Days together before his Aſcenſion. No body ſays this 
the nameleſs Author of the AZs; an Author that no body 
knows. The Evangeliſts do not ſay it. Now if you allow the 
Sufferings of the Apeſtles to prove their Smcerity ; Suffering for 
the aſſerting a Fact is no more the Proof of a Fact, than of 
Doctrines; nor is it any more the Proof of Sincerity than of 
Obſtinacy ; nor ofreal Knowledge than of ſtrong Imagination. 
Men a Man reports to me, ſays the Gentleman, an uncommon 
Fatt, yet fuch an one as in its own Nature is a plain Object of 
. if 1 believe him not, it is not becauſe I juſpett his Eyes, 
er his Senſe of Feeling, but meerly becauſe I ſuſpett his — 
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If a Man reports ſuch an uncommon Fact, that before I can be- 
lieve it, I muſt be very well aſſured my own Senſes were not 
deceived, had I imagin'd I ſaw it, certainly I may doubt the 
Evidence of the Reporter's Senſes, yet not ſuſpect his Sincerity. 
How many have thought they ſaw and heard Apparitions, and 
confidently reported it with great Sincerity. Others, that they 
have felt themſelves Hag-ridden, as they call it, by the Night- 
mare, when they have been broad awake in Bed; yet all the 
Reality of the Facts, conſiſted in the Reality of their Imagi- 
nations. My Suſpicion, therefore, may ariſe from doudting 
of the right Exerciſe of the Affirmator's Senſes of ſeeing inviſi- 
ble Things, or miſtaking one Thing for another, and not his 
Sincerity ; but, that his eaſy Credulity makes his Senſes liable 
to Deception. There have not been wanting thoſe, that at the 
Hazard of their Lives have aſſerted falſe Stories for true, only 
becauſe they believed them to be ſo: For thoſe who have the 
warmeſt Sincerity, have, in the Things they believe, general- 
ly, the greateſt Obſtinacy. And a ſtrong Imagination has not 
lefs Effect on the Temper and Conduct of ſuch as are ſincere 
and credulous, than evident and ſenſible Conviction has on thoſe 
of cooler Tempers, more courteouſly, infincere. 

There remain but two Arguments more, which I ſhall juſt 
mention. 

One is, (a) Could Gamalicl poſſibly have given this Advice. 
If this Work be of Men it will come tonought ; but if it be of 
God ye cannot overthrow it, left haply ye be found to fight a- 
gainſt God ; and ſuppoſed the Hand of God might be with the A- 
poftles, if he had known that there was 4 Cheat diſcovered in the 
Reſurrefion of Feſus ? Could the whole Senate have followed this 
Advice, had they believed the Diſcovery » 4 the Cheat ? Allowing 
the Subſtance of the Story true, the Particulars may be very 
well queſtion'd, efpecially the Truth of Gamalzief's uttering 
theſe Words; for whatever he ſaid, was delivered in private 
Council, when the Apoſtles were ſecluded, by the Story- 
Teller's own Confeffion. How then ſhould they know what 
was there ſaid ? Gamalie! might be ſo much of a Philoſopher as 
well as a Scholar, to diſſuade them from rigid Perfecution, and 
his Argument prevail'd : For whatever his Counſel was, it can 
only be conjectur'd from the Conſequence. | 

The other Argument is, (5) That had Agrippa ſuſpected the 
the Reſurrection a Cheat, he * not have ſaid to 

2 * 


(a) Page 51, Ads v. (5) Page 50, Acts xxiv. 
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Almoſt thou perſuadeſt me to be a Chriſtian. Let us examine the 
Force of this Argument. Paul ſaid to Agrippa, King Agrip- 
pa, believe/t thou the Prophets, and without waiting for an An- 
ſwer, Paul perſuaded him that he believed them: I know that 
thou believeſt, ſaid he. Then 'twas natural for Agrippa to 
make ſuch an Anſwer ; which means no more than you'd 
fain perſuade me that I am almoſt a Chriſtian ; or, that I be- 
lieve the Prophets as the Chriſtians do; or, that Iam almoſt as 
mad as you; for he had before told Paul he was a Madman. 
Thus I have run thro?” all the Arguments in the Tryal. On 
which Side Truth lies I wiſh the Reader to ſee. As for my 
Part, I deſpair of ſeeing a fair Antagoniſt. Perhaps when I 
can ſee no more, ſome bitter and malignant Adverſary may diſ- 
play his Talents, with all his Artillery of Wit, Learning, and 
Spleen, like the Reverend High Prieſt Mr. Chandler againſt 
the moral Philoſopher Dr. Morgan, who has fir'd off twenty 

Sheets to ſhoot one, and miſs'd the Mark. 
Should any enquire, what is my End and Aim in all this. 
J anſwer, to ſhew Mankind the ftupid Nature of Biggotry, 
the Wickedneſs of perſecuting Men for Opinions, which will 
not bear the Enquiry. My Aim is to convince the World that 
an Hiſtorical Faith is no Part of true and pure Religion, which 
is founded only on Truth and Purity. That it does not con- 
fiſt in the Belief of any Hiſtory, which, whether true or falſe, 
makes no Man wiſer nor better. My End is to hold forth the 
acceptable Light of Truth, which makes Men free, enables 
them to break the Bands of Creed-Makers and Impoſers in ſun- 
der, and to caſt their Cords from us; and to ſet at Liberty 
Captives bruiſed with their Chains; to convince thoſe that be- 
leve they ſee, or that fee only thro* Faith's Optics, that their 
Blindneſs remaineth. My Deſign is to recover the Dignity of 
Virtue, to promote that Veneration for Wiſdom and Truth, 
which has been debaſed and degraded by Faith ; by a Faith 
which has not ſent Peace on Earth, but a Sword, (a) and ſet 
the Morld on fire; which has ſet a Man at Variance againſt his 
Father, and the Daughter againſt the Mother, and has made a 
Man's Foes thoſe of his own Hofhold ; a Faith which has made 
Men mad, excited the deareſt Relations to HATE, (6) per- 
ſecute, deſtroy, and burn one another, the Conſequence of 
Hatred: Where this taolith Faith bears Sway, the Tree of 
Knowledge produces damning Fruit, while Ignorance is the 
Mother 


(a) Mat. x. 34, 35, 5 (5) Luke xiv. 26. 
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Mother of Devotion: But under the benign Influence of 
GEORGE our King, inthis glorious Day of Light and Liberty, 
this divine Hag and her pious Witcherafts, which ware brought 
forth in Darkneſs, and nouriſh'd by Obſcurity, faint at the 
Approach of Day, and vaniſh upon Sight. 


Now having gone thro' the whole Affair, with as much 
Clearneſs and Brevity as I am able; and finding the Advantage 
of a few unprinted Pages, gladly make uſe of the Opportuni- 
8 to return to conſider what was before paſs'd over of the 

zentleman's Arguments in favour of the natural Poſſibility of 
Miracles in general, 
To prove the Poſſibility of Things improbable to Reaſon, 
the Gentleman argues, (p. 60,) That what Nature produces in 
one Country, may be incredible to People in a different Coun- 
try ; as Cold congealing Waters to Ice, may be to a Man 
that lives in a hot Climate, who never ſaw any ſuch Thing. 
Be it ſo. In this Caſe here's all the Evidence of Senſe to 
_ the Thing where it is; and of this there are Places and 
Witneſſes enow. He that cannot believe, may go and have 
ſenſible Conviction. And if an Hundred ſuch Inflances might 
be named, bis needleſs. For tho* nothing is more apparently ab- 
ſurd, than to make one Man's Ability in diſcerning, and his Ve- 
racity in reporting plain Fats, depend upon the Skill or Ignorance of 
the Hearer ; yet if ſomething be reported to me, or impoſed on 
me for Truth, which appears the leſs to be fo, the more I ex- 
amine into it : Muſt I deny my diſcerning Faculties, and my 
own Veracity in examining z and make them depend upon the 
Art or Authority of the Reporter or Impoſtor.? If (as 'tis cal- 
— the plain Fact reported be a plain Abſurdity to my Senſe 
Underſtanding, and contradictory to the conſtant Courſe 
of Nature, ſhould I renounce the Evidence of what Senſes are 
alone capable of trying it, and of Mens common and con- 
ſtant Experience of the known Laws thereof ; to depend on 
the Reports or Impoſers Judgment and Veracity ; one or both 
of which may be to me as queſtionable as the Report. If 
the plain Fact pretended have no other Evidence but the bare 
Report, and ſuch as is inconſiſtent in itſelf, as well as 
with the Reaſon of Man, and the Nature of Things; 
let all impartial Men judge, whether it is my pre-con- 
ceived Opinion, or the Want of good Evidence, that out-weighs 
the Credit of the Reporters, and makes their Veracity to be called 
in queſtion. What no Man's Senſes ever diſcern'd, was _ 
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the Object of any Man's Senſe. If (p. 61,) a Stone appeared to 
roll up a Hill of its own Accord to my Sight, I ſhould think 1 
had Reaſon to queſtion the Veracity of my Eye-ſight, or of 
the Object. Therefore I cannot admit of the like Fact on 
the Evidence of others: Becauſe Facts pretended to, which 
re contrary to Nature, can have no natural Evidence, tho” 
they may be called poſitive ; that is, they are pofitively aſſert- 
ed, and muſt be poſitively believed ; for Evidence there is 
none. What Conceptions any Man frames to himſelf of the 
Courſe of Nature, from his own Experience and Obſervation, 
are not Prejudices and Imaginations ; but what Senſe and Rea- 
ſon are concern'd about. This is the very Foundation of 
right Reaſon; and Reaſon, form'd from hence, can never 
contradift the Truth of Things. 

Any romantic Story ſaid to be ſeen, and heard, may be cal- 
led a plain manifeſt Caſe, diſcernably by the Senſes of Men; of 
which they are therefore qualified to be good Witneſſes. i 
afſerted, which are contrary to the Experience, and Reaſon of 
all Mankind; and to what they know of the Law and uſual! 
Conrſe of Nature, are, to the common Senſe and Underſtand- 
ing of Men, utterly impoſſible ; becauſe ſuch Aſſertions con- 
tradict all Men's Notions of thoſe Laws, that are known by 
common Experience. Therefore they cannot admit the Facts 
aſſerted on any Evidence; becauſe they do» in their own 
Nature exclude all Evidence; as all Impoſſibilities muſt conſe- 
quently do. Every miraculous Fact then ſhould be moſt ex- 
ac Hy fcrutiniz'd in every Part, to attain a full Aﬀurance of the 
Poffibility of it. If in any one Point it eſcapes Examinati- 
on, therein the Fallacy may conſiſt; which not being diſcern'd, 
it may paſs for a real Miracle, tho* a notorious Fraud. No- 
thing is therefore more apparently abſurd, than to make ſome 
Men's poſttive Aﬀertions, without being ever able to know 
their Veracity, or the Truth of the Fact, to be the Rule of 
other Mens Faith. 

If our Senſes inform us rightly (r) what the uſual Courſe of 
Things ts, and we conclude that it may be otherwiſe, without 

and infallible Proof; we outrun the Information of our 
Senſes, and the Concluſion ſtands upon Preſumption, not up- 
on Senſe and Reafon. Yet ſuch Concluſions do Men form, 
who recede from that general Courſe, and entertain Miſtakes 
and Prejudices. As we know by Experience that all Men die, 
and 


(a) Compare this with Page 64. in the Tryal, 
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and rife no more, therefore we conclude, for a dead Man to 
riſe to Life again, is contrary to the uniform and ſettled Courſe 
of Nature. Yet if we argue, that it is not contrary nor re- 
pugnant to the real Laws thereof, as the Gentleman inſinuates, 
we make the uniform and ſettled Courſe, and the real Laws of 
Nature, two different Things. Thus, by this all-confound- 
ing Diſtinction, we argue without any Foundation, either 
from Senſe or Reaſon ; all which inform us, that it is im- 
poſſible for a dead Body to live again: Lo believe it poſſible, 
contradicts this Maxim, That Nature is fleady and uniform in 
her Operations For one Miracle or Action done contrary to 
her Laws, contradicts all her ſteady uniform Springs and Move- 
ments, and all that Mankind call Truth and Reafon. Therefore, 
I cannot but believe, till the Courſe of Nature is changed, that it is 
infinitely a greater Thing to give Life toa Body once dead, than to 
give Life and Being in a natural Way, to ten thouſand Bodies 
that never had it; for the latter is done daily, the former ne- 
ver. I ſee no Reaſon to allow that poſſible to be done, which 
admits of no poſſible Proof: For then a Way is opened to al- 
low of any Impoſſibility. It is very eaſy for any one to be- 
lieve what is commonly done; but what is never done, or ne- 
ver can be proved, may be called Faith, but has no Foundati- 
on. If there are a Million of Things which I know, but 
cannot account for;there is noReaſon to believe ane unaccoun- 
table Thing, contrary to thoſeMillion of Proofs again it, which 
my Senſes affure me the Truth of. He that is perſuaded to be- 
lieve any Thing contrary to the known Laws of Nature, be- 
cauſe there are Things he does not know, is feduced 
to renounce his Underſtanding z; and becauſe he knows 
not all poſſible Things, is perfuaded to believe that all Things 
Politive and preſumptive Evidence, is of no Weight a- 
| yr the Reaſan and Nature of Things. Such Evidence 
be rejeRed, rather than the Nature of Things ſhould be 
reaſon'd againſt to ſupport ſuch Evidence 
It may be objected by ſome, That God can do Things con- 
trary to Nature. This may be aſſerted and believed. But 
what Proof is there that God ever did, or will, if Tradition 
be ſet aſide, and Men have Leave given to ſuſpend their Be- 
lief, till rationally convinc'd, and the Rod of Damnation re- 
moved from them for doubting, which drives Faith into the 
Timorous, as a Mallet dues a Wedge into a Block; and in 
like Manner divides, rends, and weakens the Underſtanding. 
Where is the Proof of it even in any one Miracle, which Tra- 
| ditio 
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dition informs us of. If the Evidence given be inſufficient, 
what Method of Conviction remains? Were we to go to the 
Place where it is reported it was done, there are no Signs of 
it. If we .enquire of thoſe among whom it was ſaid to be 
done, they know nothing of the Matter, nor can we be ſure 
they ever did. The Apoſtles are faid to have proved the Re- 
furrection by Miracles, but not one Believer can prove it by 
any now, if the Salvation of all Mankind depended on it; 
tho* the Power of working Miracles was promiſed to all Be- 
levers, yet none have it. If the true Way of proving the 
Faith is Joſt, there can be no Proof, that the true Faith itſelf 
is not loſt, * 

Truth itſelf does not require our Aſſent without Con- 
viction. Therefore [p. 60] the Teſtimony of others ought not 
to be admitted, but in ſuch Matters as appears probable, or at 
leaſd poſſible to our Conceptions ; or we may admit any Thing. 
Such Things as may be probable or poſſible in Nature, but not 
to our Conceptions, require the better Proof, in proportion 
as they appear impoſſible to us. It cannot then be criminal 
in any Man to with-hold his Aſſent to a Propoſition, or Story 
related, till he is fully convinc'd of the Truth of it; but it 
may not be ſafe for a Man to yield is Aſſent to what he is 
not fully convinc'd of ; for this pre-cludes all further Examin- 
ation, and eſtabliſhes Error, with all its Conſequences. 

It is a Crime for one Man knowingly to miſlead another, 
Folly to deceive ourſelves, and Weakneſs to ſuffer ourſelves 
to be deceived. If we err we may lead others into Error. 
If we would not beguile ourſelves, we ſhould not encourage 
others to do it, but be much upon our Guard againſt Deceit;for 
Sincerity, which is alſo call'd Fidelity and Honeſty, is the 
Life and Soul of true Religion ; Deception and Hypocriſy the 
Bane of it. Wicked and deſigning Men, who have trump'd 
up a Power ſuperior to Nature and Reaſon, to deſtroy both, 
have depreciated the true born Daughter of God, Faithfulneſs, 
and anointed the Baſtard Faith in her Room. Thoſe who 
found Religion on extraordinary Pretenſions, ſay, that Na- 
ture, which is the Offipring of God, is degenerate and defici- 
ent; but it is their extraordinary Art that makes it appear fo. 
Miraculous Cauſes muſt have miraculous Effects; but the lat- 
ter have never appeared, therefore the former want Proof. 

Natural Powers are fit to anſwer all the Ends of Vittue and 
Religion; therefore ſupernatural Powers are needleſs. A Man 
of Honeſty and Underſtanding, needs no ſupernatural Endow- 
ments, to inſtruct Mankind in unſpotted Sanctity of — 
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ind Manners, ſuch as may render them acceptable to God, 
and to one another; and conſequently make them as happy 
as they can be. No extraordinary or. uncommon Inſpiration 
is neceſſary to teach the moſt excellent Morals that were ever 
taught, with the reaſonable Belief of one God, and Provi- 
dence ; witneſs Cox Fetus, the great Philoſopher of Chi- 
na, who was inferior to none, yet neither a God, nor a Pro- 
phet. He was the Reviver of a Religion of which Nature 
was the Author, which is as old as their Race, and their 
Country; which their wiſe Men will ſtill eſteem and enjoy; and 
which God never aboliſh'd ; tho? he has given Fools, that diſ- 
like it, Liberty to chuſe another. I never read, that it was 
ever given, or confirm'd by Miracles; but Truth has no 
Need of them; and that which has, has Reaſon to be ſuſ- 
pected ; for they may be pretended to, to gloſs over Error, 
and eſtabliſh Iniquity, but cannot make that true and good, 
which is in its own Nature otherwiſe. 

A Power to work Miracles, is a Power ſuperior to the uni- 
verſal Laws, by which the Syſtems of Things are govern'd. 
This is the Power of Imagination only ; and contrary to the 
Attributes of God; to that which is the moſt clear of all o- 
thers, his Unchangeableneſs. The ſame Cauſes and Proper- 
ties muſt always produce the ſame Effects. But Miracles are 
urg'd to prove a Change in the Will of God; that is, impoſ- 
fible Things are pretended, to prove an Impoſhbility, or the 
Truth of a Falſhood. As this cannot be proved, ſo no ſuch 
Proofs were ever given; and *tis impoſſible they ſhould be. 
As the Will of God cannot change, neither can the Execution 
of his Power; which is directed by his Will. If no ſuch 
Change can be manifeſted. If God can alter his Will, or if 
the diſplaying his eternal Wiſdom is not equally as conſtant and 
uniform as that Wiſdom is, he is changeable, and may ceaſe 
to be wiſe and good. 

The Power of God is under the Direction of his Wiſdom 
and Goodneſs, and limited thereby. A Power to do whate- 
ver is conſiſtent with theſe Attributes, denotes abſolute Perfec- 
tion. The whole Production then of this Wiſdom, Good- 
neſs, and Power, muſt be a perfect Work, therefore cannot 
be better. There is no Room here for any ſuperior or other 
Power to interfere. God therefore made and governs the 
World in the beſt Manner, or it would be an imperfect Work, 
and not ſhew forth the Perfections, but the Defect of the O- 
perator; and if beſt already, - cannot be made — 
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God is a peiſect Being, his Works are perfect, and cannot 
be mended; becauſe he could not limit his Wiſdom, Good- 
nes, or Power in producing it, without being guilty of Fol- 
ly, Evil, or Weakneſs. And if God bas in Creation, diſ- 
play'd his Attributes, then all Things, at leaſt collectively ta- 
ken, and rightly underſtood, witneſs the Perfection of his 
Nature. And if ſo, God need not or cannot exhibit any ſu- 
perior Power, and Proof of his Perſection, than what is com- 
monly. known, and conſtantly manifeſt. If the Power of 
God is always directed by perſedt Wiſdom, no can 
be difplayed, for Perfection cannot be mended. Works 
of a wiſe Operator ſhew forth his Skill in the beſt Manner 
poſſible ; ſo that the Performance may not bring a Reflection 
on the Artiſt, by their want of extraordinary irs after- 
wards. If God then be perfectly wiſe, his Work is a perfect 
Work, and wants no miraculous mending Power, nor can ad- 
mit of it; It may marr, but cannot mend that which is beſt 
already. As the Work is, fuch is the Workman. As the 
Seed is, ſo will be the Produce, From hence it appears, that 
as there is no need of ſuch Power, ſo the Impaſſibility of it is 
evident. 

But if Miracles were ever neceflary, whether the divine 
and human Nature, or the Nature of Things be changeable 
or unchangeable, they mutt be always neceflary. For if God 
ever wrought Miracles to be the Proof of the Knowledge of 
his Will, he will always purſue the fame Method, if he is an 
unchangeable Being. If the Nature of Things are unchange- 
able, the Method of attaining the Knowledge of God's Will, 
muſt be always the ſame : And if human Nature be ever the 
fame, it will ever require the ſame Method of Conviction, 
or of attaining the Knowledge of the Will of God. 

If God's Will be changeable, then there is a Neceſſity for 
his always working Miracles to diſcover ſuch a Change of his 
Will to ; for ſo extraordinary a Will can never be known 
to us, without an extraordinary Revelation or Diſcovery of it ; 
that we may be certain we are not deceived. But this-{uppaſes 
God's Will is arbitrary, and not correſpondent to the apparent 
Reaſon, and natural Fitneſs of Things. In this Cafe, the 
Means neceſſary to know it by once, are neceſſary to know 
it by always. If then Miracles were once given, there is 
the ſame Reaſon they ſhould ever be given. But if God acts 
agreeable to the natural Reaſon, and Fitneſs of Things, whe- 
ther the divine, humane, and mundane Nature be mutuable 
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or immutable, there is no Occaſion for the Interpoſition of 
any miraculous Power ; 3 becauſe, if they change, they all 
together, If human Nature changes, then Miracles 
that were Evidences of Truth at one Time are not ſo at ano- 
ther; for different Natures require different Evidences of 
Truth; and in that Caſe what is Truth at one Time to a Man, 
will not be ſo to him at another. If the Nature of Things chan- 
ges, Truth muſt change with it, if they are one; but if — 
are not, then there is no Rule whereby to know what is ri 
and then Miracles are always neceſſary. But if human 
ture and the Fitneſs of Things change, contrary to the Win 
of God, they do not depend thereon; or if God's Wl 
nd he Nature of Thing do not, it is not the Pro- 
duction of his Will. Miracles, in theſe Caſes, muſt al 
be neceſſary to Man, whereby to know the Will of God. 
that there muſt be great Confulion in Nature, if a miraculous 
Power is neceſſary to rectify it. But if there be Rectitude in 
it, then a miraculous Power muſt pervert it. If Truth and 
Nature agree, natural Powers alone are capable of diſcovering 
Truth, and a ſupernatural, or ſuperior Power, can only con- 
found it. If Men's natural Faculties are too weak, or perverſe, 
to direct them right, as long as they are naturally fo, a mira- 
culous Power which was once — rightly to direct them, 
will be always ſo. For if Man is ia common the fame, he 
muſt —— common Way of being dealt with. | 
If Truth is incapable of diſcovering itſelf, it has no natural 
nor proper Evidence; and is conſequently unknowable with- 
out a Miracle. And except it be of ſuch fort as is the proper 
Evidence of the Truth it is wrought to prove, it is improperly 
dane, and no Proof at all. If Truth has no proper Evidence 
of its own Nature, it cannot be proved by Ev idence foreign 
to itſelf. If then it cannot be known without ſuch Miracle, 
it cannot be known with. Power cannot prove a Truth it 
has no Relation to. If ſome Men's Heads and Tongues 
ſhould be miraculouſly all on fire, it is no Proof that a dead 
Man is riſen again; for the Proof of that depends on their 
Report, not on the Miracle, that being of a different Nature, 
and proves nothing leſs, or may prove any thing elſe as much 
as it does the Truth of ſuch Report. But if Truth be capa- 
ble of diſcovering itſelf; if natural and proper Evidences ne- 
ceſſarily attend it, it is knowable and demonſtrable, without 
the Intruſion of any ſupernatural Power. In both theſe Caſes 


then, whether Truth be capable or __ of diſcovering it- 
ſelf 
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ſelf by natural Intelligence, Powers, and Perceptions, Mira- 
cles either are always, or never neceſlary. 

We are told that God has wrought Wonders for the Satis- 
faction of one Generation and not for another; tho” they are 
equally neceſſary and uſctul to all People; but the Juſtice, 
Mercy, Goodneſs. and Wiſdom of God is degraded hereby; 
becauſe, by this, God is repreſented to be a partial Being. 
Therefore, the Belicf of paſt Miracles, is deſtructive to the 
moral Character of the Deity. The Wonders which are ſaid 
to be wrought in one Age, can never convince a ſober Thin- 
ker in the next, unleſs there be ſuch laſting Monuments of 
them, and they are ſo clearly and demonſtratively evidenc'd, 
that they appear to be true againſt all Contradiction; nor is it 
fit they ſhould ; for to believe Miracles were performed in a 
certain Manner, Ti ime, and Place, of which there is no Sha- 
dow of Proof remaining, more than in the bare Report, is 
putting Faith in the Reporters, not in the Operator: Thus I 
may be always amuſed by fabulous Tales, upon other Ac- 
counts, as often as ſimple or bad Men pleaſe to relate them; 
unleſs I can be ſure that no Man will lie to ſerve a Turn, nor 
can be impos'd upon to believe a falſe Story. 

But if God acts towards Mankind, as the moral Fitneſs of 
Things require, there is no Occaſion for Miracles: For if 
reaſonable Exhortations to Virtue, and Dehortations from 
Vice; if prudent Perſuaſion, and juſt Laws, will net make 
People virtuous, nothing En. But Miracles rather violently 
force the Paſſions, then gently guide them, and drive Men on 
without Senſe, than drive Senſe into them. The Surprize 
ſeizes the Imagination, the Perſon no longer heſitates concern- 
ing Truth, or deliberates of Virtue ; bur is carried away in 
the full Gale of his Paſſions, by the rapid Torrent of an aſto- 
niſhing Power, that bears down all before it. 
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